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EDITORIALS OF THE MMONTH 











A Common Front In Zionism 


lagen WAS nothing routine about the Wash- 


ington Conference for Palestine. We say 
this not because of the impressive gathering, not 
because of the notable character of the addresses, 
not even because of the inspiring words of Sec- 
retary Ickes and the unequivocal message from 
President Roosevelt. The Conference was charg- 
ed with a tension which drew its current not only 
from the situation of Palestine, but of world Jew- 
ry. No serious assembly of Jews to-day can be 
routine, particularly one whose task it is to find 
even a partial answer for the apparently un- 
answerable question: “What is to be done?” 
The decision of the Washington Conference to 
marshall all possible resources for the further 
reconstruction of Palestine was not a routine re. 
solution. It was made with a full awareness of 
the tangle of complexities which snarls our path. 
It was adopted with something of the stoicism of 
that pioneering Palestine to whose interests the 
Conference was dedicated. Above all, it empha- 
sized again the need for constructive work rather 
than futile debate, and it brought to every Zion- 
ist a sense of his immediate responsibility for 
whatever is done or left undone. 


This growing consciousness of the necessity for 
united action is a salutary sign. The discussions 
that raged, and still rage, about the Partition 
proposal have threatened to become an end in 
themselves. The obvious demerits of the Parti- 
tion plan afford a rich opportunity for all kinds 
of rhetorical exercises. Any one so inclined can 
denounce, ridicule and beat his breast with ample 
justification. He can shout to high heaven and no 
one will gainsay him. But our situation is too 
critical to warrant declamation, no matter how 
affecting. The Zurich Congress refused to reject 
the Partition Plan outright. It decided to con- 
sider a modified proposal for a Jewish State at a 
subsequent congress. Every responsible Zionist 
owes respect to this decision, made neither hastily 
nor joyously. The endless stream of anti-parti- 
tion propaganda still issuing from various sources 
tends to create the impression that Jewry is a 
priori against any partition plan, and to reduce 
the Zurich decision to mere verbiage. Consequent- 
ly, the recent resolution of the Administrative 
Committee of the American Zionist Organization, 
protesting against unauthorized political activities, 
clears the air. Through this resolution, American 





Zionism ranges itself solidly behind the Executive 
of the Jewish Agency in its negotiations with the 
Mandatory Power. Equally important is the de- 
claration in favor of a Jewish State and in op- 
position to a minority status, just made by the 
English Board of Jewish Deputies. Both pro- 
nouncements serve notice on England and on the 
world that Zionism seeks a swift, practicable 
solution of its most pressing problem, and that it 
is prepared to take concerted action for such a 
solution. 

There are certain assimilationist groups des- 
perately anxious to throttle any plan involving a 
Jewish State, no matter what its compass. These 
groups are actuated by anti-Zionist, anti-national- 
ist motives. Pathetically enough, some “maximal- 
ist” Zionists who are still engaged in the manufac- 
ture of anti-partition arguments, verbal and writ- 
ten, play directly into the hands of these elements. 
Little is gained by producing louder and better 
anti-partition blasts. There is nothing invigorat- 
ing in continuing to knock down a man of straw. 
On the contrary, it is more urgent to salvage 
whatever can be saved in the political and econo- 
mic sphere, than to demonstrate painstakingly how 
many leaks our bark has sprung. At present, there 
is need for thought, not oratory; there is need for 
discipline, not self-indulgent outcries. There is 
need primarily of devoted work for the further 
unswerving reclamation of Palestine—the kind 
of work which is only possible through a united 
Zionist Movement. 


NO LABOR UNITY YET 


EACE NEGOTIATIONS between the C. I. 

O. and the A. F. of L., initiated by the former 
last October, ended fruitlessly in December. The 
two labor camps are farther apart now than ever 
before. One charges the other with responsibility 
for the failure. Leading spokesmen for the A.F. 
of L. contradict each other as to the cause of the 
collapse; and so do leading spokesmen for the 
C. I. O. Only those who were present at the con- 
ferences know what actually happened there. The 
members of both organizations can only deplore 
the fact that no peace was achieved, and hope that 
new efforts would be made. 


At the same time that the labor conferences 
failed, ‘‘I-am-the-law” Hague, Mayor of Jersey 
City, held a mass meeting attended by 15,000 per- 
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sons, at which fascist-like methods against the 
C. I. O. organizers were approved. To the shame 
of all labor, organized and unorganized, local 
A. F. of L. representatives were on the platform 
with the Chamber of Commerce men and other 
foes of labor, endorsing Hague’s suppression of 
the rights of free speech and free assembly. The 
A. F. of L. men did so because the victim in this 
case was the C. I. O., little thinking that the hand 
that smote the C. I. O. may, and most likely will, 
also strike the A. F. of L. 


When the C. I. O. first appeared on the scene, 
liberal and “pro-labor’’ papers played it up as 
only daily papers can. However, when the C.I.O. 
became powerful and achieved real results, our 
“friends’’ were scared and began to threaten the 
C. I. O. with hostile legislation. It seemed as if 
the immense publicity given the C. I. O., as against 
the A. F. of L., had been inspired by the hope of 
weakening both organizations through encourag- 
ing a split, and thereby the labor movement as a 
whole. But when the “friends” saw millions of or- 
ganized workers join the ranks of the C. I. O., the 
great enthusiasm manifested by them, and big or- 
ganizations built up in various industries, those 
friends were disturbed. In time, the newspapers 
shifted the C. I. O. from its front page position to 
inside pages. The recent attacks upon the C. I. O., 
from without and within, including a series of ill- 
timed articles by a well known writer, again 
brought the C. I. O. to the front page. The press 
is making the most of the unfortunate controversy 
within the C. I. O. 


The rank and file members of both the A. F. of 
L. and the C. I. O. want peace. Of that there is 
no doubt. We are less interested in assessing 
blame for the failure of the peace conferences and 
more in further efforts to bring about peace and 
unity in the labor movement. The A. F. of L. 
was able to defeat and annihilate all rivals in the 
past, because they were numerically weak. The 
C. I. O. is different. Within a short time of in- 
tensive campaigns it succeeded in organizing mil- 
lions of unorganized workers. The A. F. of L. 
must reckon with that. On the other hand, the 
C. I. O. cannot disregard the fact that the A. F. of 
L., whatever its faults, consists of a large number 
of well established trade unions, whose members 
have for years stood the brunt of labor struggles. 


The anti-communist friends of the C. I. O. are 
rendering a dangerous disservice to the movement 
by charging it with communism in the belief that 
that will help to eliminate the communists. The 
immediate effect is that of lending aid to the 
enemies of labor who accuse the C. I. O. of being 
a communist organization. 


We, sometimes, hear talk of labor “'statesman- 
ship”. Political statesmanship has made such a 
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tragic mess of things that it can be nothing to boast 
of. But taking the term in its conventional serse, 
we say to the spokesmen for both camps in the 
labor movement, “Show your statesmanship by 
subordinating the issues which divide the workers 
to those which unite them”. A labor movement 
with its present combined membership, and peace 
and unity in its ranks, will be the most powerful 
labor movement America ever knew. 


WHY WAS STARKEY MURDERED? 


Dp" THE Arab murderers of James Leslie 

Starkey, the noted British archeologist, 
know who he was? Had his killing been deliber- 
ately planned, or was he an accidental victim? 
Was the ambush set particularly for him, or 
would the armed band who swarmed about his car 
have been equally content with the blood of an- 
other passer-by? The Arab chauffeur who drove 
the automobile protested that Starkey was a Bri- 
ton and a Christian, not a Jew. Did the bandits 
doubt the chauffeur? These are questions which 
will probably remain unanswered, but they open 
up avenues of speculation. If we assume that 
Starkey was mistaken for a Jew, then his murder 
differs in no way from the other wanton crimes of 
which Arab terrorists have been guilty. It is one 
more ineradicable blot on the black record of the 
Arab “nationalists’—the record which includes 
the bombing of school-children, the slaying of 
nurses, the shooting of men peacefully at work. 
Still another possibility remains however—that 
Starkey was murdered not by men ignorant of his 
identity, but by Arabs who knew exactly whom 
they were killing. When a British official in Pal- 
estine was recently slain, the political motive was 
obvious. Starkey was not an official; he was an 
archeologist. He was travelling to Jerusalem to 
attend the opening of the Palestine Archeological 
Museum. Archeology must be an unwelcome sub- 
ject to the Arab agitator. Every excavation 
which throws new light on the ancient connection 
of the Jewish people with Palestine can hardly 
arouse the enthusiasm of a band eager to prove the 
Jew an interloper. Perhaps Starkey’s great scien- 
tific discoveries contributed to his doom. The an- 
cient writings that he unearthed, the fragments of 
pottery that he excavated, the ruins of Lachisch 
that he discovered, were above all invaluable con- 
tributions to Biblical history and to man’s know- 
ledge of his past. Incidentally, they emphasized 
again how abiding and profound is Israel’s associ- 
ation with the land of Israel. Did the Arab ter- 
rorists strike at this realization in the person of 
James Starkey? 
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LONDON AND BARI 
ci BRITAIN has at last opened a radio 


station in London for the purpose of broad- 
casting to the Arab countries. The increasing 
barrage of anti-British propaganda reaching the 
Moslem world from the Italian station at Bari has 
made the British station essential. Since its open- 
ing in 1932, the Bari Station has dominated the 
ether-waves of the Mediterranean area. It 
broadcasts in no less than nineteen languages in- 
cluding Chinese, Japanese, Hindustan and even 
Esperanto. The Bari foreign language broad- 
casts have been regularly supplemented by short- 
wave programs from Rome as well as other Ital- 
ian cities. As most of the Balkan countries lack 
powerful transmitters, the entire region of the 
Mediterranean is fed by Mussolini’s news and 
views. Yugoslavia, Bulgaria and Rumania have 
been planning to install transmitters capable of 
counteracting the powerful Bari station but till 
now, Italy’s exploitation of the ether has gone 
unchallenged. 

The striking feature of the Italian broadcasts 
is the number of languages used, and consequently 
the number of countries that Mussolini is drawing 
within the network of his influence. No other 
country uses the radio as consistently for foreign 
propaganda as Italy. Radio propaganda has for 
the most part been a domestic commodity with 
broadcasts designed primarily for home consump- 
tion. Though Germany is eager to compete, her 
foreign language service is less developed than 
Italy’s. 


The success of Mussolini’s radio policy may be 
gauged from the effect of his broadcasts in the 
Near East. Throughout the Italo-Ethiopian war, 
and later throughout the disturbances in Palestine, 
Italy had been stirring up trouble by means of her 
Arabic programs. Mussolini’s overtures to Islam 
via the ether have been constant and ardent. 
Though there was a temporary lull after remon- 
strances in the House of Commons, the anti-Brit- 
ish propaganda reaching Palestine and Arabia is 
again going full blast. Furthermore, Italy pro- 
poses to establish radio stations in Tripoli and 


Addis-Ababa which will further extend the range. 


of Italy’s propaganda enabling it to penetrate into 
North Africa and even bring the Indian Ocean 
within its radius. 


Under the circumstances, the establishment of 
the British station is to be heartily welcomed. At 
the opening, such Arab dignitaries as the Prince of 
Yemen and the ministers of Iraq and Egypt ad- 
dressed the Orient—a sign of good will which is 
bound to have effect. It is unfortunate that many 
of the cheap receiving-sets with which Mussolini 
has flooded the Near East cannot tune in on the 
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British station. No doubt, however, adequate re- 
ceiving sets will be made available. The fascist 
invasion of the ether cannot be ignored. It must 
be met by a counter-attack of which the new Brit- 
ish station is the beginning. 


HAGUE-ON-THE-HUDSON 
S° FAR as the logic of Mayor Hague’s monkey 


antics with the C. I. O. is concerned the lac- 
onic reporter who said ‘‘Nuts” said everything. 
Neither the C. I. O. nor the Civil Liberties Union 
stand to lose much in the long run from the Hague 
circuses in Jersey City. Labor’s strategy cannot 
be the strategy of taking Hague too seriously, 
though he has become as popular a national comic 
as Donald Duck. We can expect the boom to 
turn into a boomerang. For how many American 
flags and how many police bands will it take to 
camouflage the whole rotten Hudson County poli- 
tical machine? Mayor Hague, who is decidedly 
not of Huey Long caliber, will find out soon 
enough that the national limelight is a hot spot. 
Some customers of Jersey City—the runaway 
shops and the tough corporations—for whom the 
show is put on, may prefer the house lights much 
dimmer, while Washington may decide that 
national democratic committeeman Hague is a 
greater liability than an asset. Finally any future 
reconciliation between the C. I. O. and the A. F. 
of L., which contrary to high official appearances 
does not pant for Hague, would upset the May- 
or’s applecart. However, all these potential fac- 
tors are not working overtime just yet, and 
Hague’s barnstorming has a lease on life as long 
as the treasury has coin and the beer holds out. 
For the moment it is an even bet whether in the 
budget of Jersey City the expenses of patriotic 
fireworks will balance the taxes of runaway bosses. 


And when 8,000 of that city’s faithful are 
threatened with still another paycut, does it pay to 
advertise? That Mayor Hague has stirred a hor- 
net’s nest will be plain from a number of things. 
The first and also the most painful is the forth- 
coming Jersey American Labor Party, already en- 
dorsed by 369 delegates from 137 locals, of both 
the A. F. of L. and C. I. O. unions. Next in line 
are forty eloquent affidavits filed with the La Fol- 
lette Committee charging Hague with a choice as- 
sortment of constitutional violations. Last but 
not least is an aroused public opinion. Mayor 
Hague must have been shocked, if not disgusted, 
to hear himself branded by so harsh an epithet as 
“basic radical.” Indeed, there must be something 
sound in that cute nickname, so unflattering in Jer- 
sey City, when Walter Lippman, Dorothy 
Thompson and the conservative sheets also range 
themselves against Hagueism-on-the-Hudson. 
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AND NOW RUMANIA 


As we go to press the news about the present 
catastrophe in Rumania are more and more 
appalling. The political situation in the country 
is just as uncertain as the anti-Jewish course of 
the “poet and peasant’? Goga is a certain and 
unfailing one. The lies of both the King and 
his stooge about the numerical and _ influential 
predominance of the Jew in Rumania read like 
passages from “Mein Kampf.” It is unfortunate 
that these deliberate prevarications have not been 
sufficiently exposed in the general press. It is 
impossible at the moment to predict the turn of 
events. Is the King utilizing Goga and the 
Jewish issue merely to prevent the totalitarian 
Iron Guard from turning him into a _ puppet 
monarch? Or will Goga be the spokesman and 
the “front’’ for Carol’s desire to rule at any cost, 
the cheapest one being a “respectable anti-Semit- 
ism”? The influence of Nazi Germany in ideol- 
ogy, methods and assistance are all too obvious, 
though Rumania needs no lessons in anti-Semitism. 
The verbal assurances of leaving the ‘‘native”’ 
Jews alone and of concentrating only on the for- 
eign Jews are as trustworthy as Hitler’s early ful- 
minations against the “Ost-Juden.” It is unfor- 
tunate that the Jews in Rumania cannot look for- 
ward to real allies within the country. Even if the 
present anti-Jewish course will be a temporary 
one, the harm brought with it will be atoned with 
great difficulty, if at all. As for the effectiveness 
of the pressure of the outside democratic forces 
on the power-drunk Goga and his followers, the 
less said at the moment, the better. In the final 
analysis the situation in Rumania unhappily seems 
to be following its tragic German precedent. Ina 
sense, it may even be worse. An illiterate popula- 
tion driven into frenzy by all sorts of demagogues 
and the local Greek Orthodox Church can easily 
be misled into the bloodier channel of pogroms. 
Like in Germany, the ultimate seems to point to 
emigration and relief as the tragic but inevitable 
solutions till the coming of the new dawn in 
Europe. 


EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION 
gm RECENT report of Rabbi J. X. Cohen 


concerning the activities of the American 
Jewish Congress in its work of combatting anti- 
Jewish discrimination in the various white collar 
trades and professions deserves a great deal of at- 
tention and emulation among the Jewish commu- 
nities throughout America. As we have pointed 
out on other occasions this problem of employ- 
ment discrimination will never be solved to com- 
plete satisfaction in a society in which competition 
of the millions of unemployed for non-existing 
positions is a tolerated feature of every day life. 
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The remedial measures undertaken by the Amer- 
ican Jewish Congress have been proven to be 
worthwhile. One of the important tasks and at the 
same time the most unpleasant one, is the investiga- 
tion of anti-Jewish employment discrimination 
among Jews. In this particular work as well as in 
its entire campaign for fairness in employment 
practices the Congress depends mainly upon the 
determination and support of American Jewry. 
We must be sure that there are no offenders in our 
midst before we can expect the support of the 
general community. 


A TEST FOR FASCISM 
HE GOVERNMENT of Brazil is anxious to 


- disabuse a sceptical world. It may be “uni- 
tarian’’; it may go in for dictatorship, but it is not 
fascist. 

President Vargas is particularly worried about 
the United States, which has viewed the prospect 
of a fascist neighbor in South America with some- 
thing less than delight. So great is the eagerness 
of the powers of Brazil to reassure all concerned, 
that they have hit on the ideal argument. To 
prove to the world that Brazil is not fascist, they 
will not deport approximately 1,000 Jews, who re- 
mained in the country after their visas expired. 
Most of these immigrants are German refugees 
who had established themselves in some cases as 
far back as 1934. The scheduled deportations 
have been cancelled partly because President Var- 
gas has been moved by the fate which awaits these 
immigrants in their homeland. Such humanitar- 
ian considerations naturally evoke nothing but 
gratitude. The gratitude will be still keener if no 
discriminatory bars to Jewish immigration will be 
set up in the future. Even the political motives 
behind this generous gesture—motives stated with 
an engaging candor by the Brazilian authorities— 
have a kind of charm. -It seems that the Jew in 
addition to his ancient role of scapegoat can now 
add another part to his repertoire. His person 
becomes the standard test for determining the pre- 
sence and virulence of the fascist plague in any 
state. Fascism has claimed, rather feebly of late, 
that anti-Semitism is not an inevitable accompani- 
ment of its political theory. The Vargas demon- 
stration is impressive proof of the contrary. It is 
a rather glorious, if difficult’ role for 
which the Jew has been cast — that of 
front rank bearer of the democratic idea; the 
first to be assailed when the hosts of darkness 
gather; the element whose fate is the augur of 
approaching ill and whose well-being is the assur- 
ance of the soundness of the whole organism. 
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"RECESSION" SOUNDS BETTER 
HE CLOSING months of 1937 witnessed a 


sharp decline in business activity. Some ob- 
servers wrote cheerful New Year statements, but 
the New York Times’ weekly index on January 9, 
1938, again showed a tobagganing slant. It is un- 
derstood variously as the “‘old depression,” or the 
“new depression’’; all unite in calling it the ‘“‘reces- 
sion.” Be it new or old, cyclical or accidental, the 
causes are much the same as those which paved 
the way to 1929. Since these causes have been 
dealt with widely, let us turn our attention to other 
aspects of the recent situation. 


First, we may juxtapose certain facts arising out 


' of the contradictions of our capitalist society. 


Dividend payments in 1937 were the highest of 
any year since 1930. At the same time, a study of 
native white families in New York City indicated 
that their average income during 1935-36 was less 
than $1,814. 24.2% of New York families re- 
ceived incomes of less than $1,000. Such facts 
are basic causes of all depressions. 


Second, let us note current accusations as to 
whose fault it is. As in the campaign of 1936, 
Business has united in laying the blame upon 
Roosevelt and his Administration. They are say- 
ing with Representative Snell: “the whole respon- 
sibility for this depression rests on this Adminis- 
tration and its extravagant New Deal experi- 
ments.” The word is echoed by rural editors and 
leading industrialists. 


On the other side, the most significant statement 
has been made by Assistant Attorney General 
Robert H. Jackson, who has pointed out that 
monopolistic practices, really big business, 
have created the slump by raising prices. (Some 
have caught on already, and the announcement of 
new low-priced motor cars may mark the begin- 
ning of a new understanding of the simpler eco- 
nomics.) Later, Mr. Jackson suggested that we 
are witnessing “the first general strike in Amer- 
ica,” “‘a strike of capital,” wherein “business had 
seized this explanation of the recession as a cudgel 
to whack concessions out of government.” The 
special session of Congress reflected, in part, this 
thesis by its failure to act upon the President’s 
program, and by a foreshadowing of ‘a general 
assault on New Deal laws disliked by business.” 
Mr. Snell has already outlined a legislative pro- 
gram which would modify, reduce, or eliminate 
most of the features of the New Deal, including 
social security and labor legislation. There is no 
doubt that Business has seized upon the recession, 
whatever its causes, to end what is called “‘govern- 
mental interference with business,” or ‘‘competi- 
tion with its citizens.” 


"JEWISH FRONTIER" DINNER 


OME DAY, scientists warn us, they will com- 

pound a pill which will satisfy all man’s nutri- 
tional needs. ‘There will be no more cooks, no 
more courses, no more dyspepsia. The idea no 
doubt occurred to a patient research-worker who 
was listening to after-dinner speeches. With the 
logic of his tribe, a great truth dawned on him: 
there could be no after-dinner speeches, if there 
were no dinner. 


Though we don’t exactly know how Jewish en- 
terprises will manage without banquets, we face 
the toastmaster-less golden age with calm. Yet in 
the general liquidation of roast chicken or fish, we 
should like to indicate an exception. We refer 
modestly to the annual Jewish Frontier Dinner. 
The two that we attended make us loth to discard 
so agreeable an occasion. In fact, we are rather 
glad that the Third Dinner is soon in the offing. 
We should hate to have that pill appear on the 
market before February 22, when we expect to 
meet our friends and readers. The problems fac- 
ing the world in general, and Jews in particular 
grow daily more urgent. We hope to hear them 
discussed by wise men in good company. 


AFTER READING TRANSLATIONS OF 
ANCIENT TEXTS ON STONE AND CLAY 


The Pharaoh of the Exodus is eight feet tall; 
of black granite; a god and a sun. 

You must have seemed very small, Moses, 
standing before him pleading for Israel; 
hide, Jacob, 

between two rocks in the water, bow down 
among the bushes of the desert! 


All is well with Assyria; all is well with the 
temples; 

all is well with every fortress of the King! 

Let the magicians recite the litanies beside the 
river, 

and send the King his amulet, ‘“To Rest in the 
Wilderness 

and Sleep Again in the Palace;” 

lead out the white horse in trappings of silver; 

muster the bowmen with waterskins and 
baskets; 

set the tents of Israel on fire, set his cities on 
fire! 


The colored tiles fall from the walls, 
weeds lift the flags of marble; 

the tame lions pace the corridors, 

and the spearmen with frizzled beards 
lean on their spears in the palace. 


Charles Reznikoff 
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Carol Throws Jews to the Wolves 


S A CHILD in Rumania I remember a cer- 
tain picture which was as ubiquitous then as 
Maxfield Parrish pictures were in America not so 
long ago. The picture represented a bleak snow- 
field. A sleigh drawn by two powerful, galloping 
horses. In the sleigh were several men with panic 
stricken faces. Following closely was a pack of 
hungry wolves. To keep the wild-eyed wolves at 
bay, one of the men throws a fur robe at them. 

What is happening in Rumania reminds me of 
that picture. The Jews of that country always 
served as an issue in political fights. In every in- 
stance the number of Jews in Rumania was exag- 
gerated. In each instance the Jews were pictured 
as “invading hordes of locusts fattening on the 
land at the expense of the non-Jewish population.” 

The cry now is repeated by Premier Octavian 
Goga and King Carol. For the first time in 
Rumania’s history its ruler openly and frankly as- 
sociates himself with anti-Semites. In an inter- 
view in the London Daily Herald, King Carol as- 
serts that he backs up Goga. “My government,” 
he calls it. He speaks of “250,000 Galician and 
Russian Jews’ who “after the war, came in 
illegally.” 

Mr. Goga, failing to compare figures with the 
King, spoke of 100,000 such Jews on one occa- 
sion, and of 500,000 at another time. Not only 
do Jew haters exaggerate the number of so-called 
“alien” Jews, but they see more than double. Mr. 
Goga speaks at a later time of 1,500,000 and then 
2,000,000 as the Jewish population. All done 
with malice aforethought for Mr. Goga knows the 
official figures. ‘“Anuarul Statistic al Romaniei,” 
the Rumanian Statistical Annual for 1935-36 
gives the total population of Rumania as 18,053,- 
000 including 721,000 Jews, or four per cent Jew- 
ish population. The “Anuar’’ is published by 
Government Central Statistical Institute. 

The Jews are not the only minority group in 
Rumania, nor the largest. The population is div- 
ided somewhat as follows: 71.09 per cent Ruman- 
ians; 7.9 per cent Hungarians; 4.1 Germans; 4 
per cent Jews; Ruthenians and Ukrainians 3.2 per 
cent; Russians 2.3; Bulgarians 2 per cent; Gypsies 
1.5; Turks .9 per cent; Serbs, Czecho-Slovaks, 
Poles, etc., some 1.6 per cent. 

With the exception of the Jews, practically all 
the minority groups have national aspirations, of 
integration with their own countries. This is par- 
ticularly true of the Hungarians, a group almost 
twice the size of the Jewish population. Yet the 
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Jews are singled out as a dangerous element, 
nationally speaking! 

How long have the Jews lived in Rumania? 

Probably the earliest reference is to a syna- 
gogue in the year 397, in Dacia, under Decebalus. 

George Missail, a member of the Rumanian 
Chamber, in discussing the enfranchisement of the 
Jews in the year 1879, reminds his people that 
there were Jews in Rumania in 1170 when Ben- 
jamin de Tudela travelled through some of the 
provinces. Tudela records, for instance, that 
“when they fall upon a Jew they rob him but do 
not kill him as they do the Greeks.” 

Bonifacius, writing in 1496, relates that Jews 
from Spain found refuge in Muntenia, having 
been unable to proceed further North because 
“the most horrible tortures awaited Jews in sav- 
age Hungary.” 

In 1573 Chaim ben Joseph was secretary to 
Mircea Voda, neither disguising his name nor 
changing his religion. 

Prof. Nicholas lIorga, well known historian, 
who now refers to Jews as “vagabonds,” records 
Jewish taxpayers in Rumania early in the sixteenth 
century. 

The Rumanian Academy possesses documents 
showing that Jews were invited to Rumania to 
start industries and commerce. They were grant- 
ed free land for ‘‘synagogues, bathhouses, and for 
burial,” and were placed under the special protee- 
tion of the rulers of the several provinces. 

But notwithstanding all this recorded history, 
every time Jewish political rights are discussed in 
Rumania, anti-Semites suddenly suffer an attack of 
hysteric and historic amnesia. 

The struggle for civil rights for Jews, the crux 
of the present situation, is not new in Rumania. 
In 1848 when liberal breezes blew from Western 
Europe, Jews hoped for equal rights but their 
hopes were frustrated. 

In 1864 the Rumanian Legislative Council 
again debated the question of civil rights for the 
Jew. M. Kogalniceanu, President of the Coun- 
cil, favored equal rights for all residents of the 
country. He said: “I consider the Israelites born 
in this country as Rumanians.” B. Boerescu, an- 
other member of the Council, said: “We must 
stop these differentiations based on religion. Gen- 
tlemen, are you aware of the century in which we 
live? Do not the Israelites pay taxes and bear the 
burdens the rest of us do? He who bears burdens 
and meets his obligations is entitled to rights.” 
But the reactionaries prevailed. 
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The next struggle came in 1878 when Rumania 
was turned from a principality, under Turkish 
suzerainty, into an independent Kingdom (under 
the provisions of the Berlin Treaty). In consid- 
eration of advantages gained by Rumania, she 
promised to enfranchise her Jews. But John Bra- 
tiano, founder of the political dynasty of that 
name, managed to evade the promise. A law was 
passed providing for the enfranchisement of 
Jews on an individual basis. Each application for 
naturalization had to be voted on separately and 
individually by the Chamber and the Senate. 
Thus before the World War a negligible num- 
ber of Jews were Rumanian citizens. 


The present political rights, on paper, enjoyed 
by Jews in Rumania came with the Versailles 
Treaty. Rumania was given territory formerly 
held by Russia, Austria, Hungary, Bulgaria, etc. 
Rumania was trebled in size and population, be- 
came Greater Rumania. President Wilson insist- 
ed on safeguarding the rights of minorities. The 
Jews wanted equal rights as Rumanians. Pre- 
mier Bratiano, following his father’s footsteps, 
was violently opposed. He returned home in a 
huff rather than sign the Treaty. Vaida Voevod, 
another member of the Cabinet, was sent to Paris 
to replace him. 


Preparations were being made for some time to 
rob the Jews of civil and political rights. Legal 
experts were induced to find new interpretations 
of the Minority Provisions of the Treaty. Prof. 
D. Gusti, former Minister of Justice, writing in 
“Sociologia Romaneasca,” (Rumanian Sociology) 
says that the international treaties do not preclude 
the solution of the minorities problem ‘in Ruman- 
ia’s own way.” He lays the groundwork for revi- 
sion of the Constitution with a view of disfran- 
chising minorities. In case of the Jews, he con- 
cludes: ‘“This is a matter for internal legislation.” 
He even goes so far as to insist that, regardless of 
Constitutional changes, that problem can be solv- 
ed by special legislation. 

Minorities Treaty, Article 3, stipulates: ‘“Ru- 
mania admits and declares Rumanian nationals 
ipso facto and without requirements of any for- 
mality, all persons habitually resident at the date 
of the going into force of the present Treaty, 
within the whole territory of Rumania, including 
the extensions made by the Treaties of Peace with 
Austria and Hungary, or any extensions which 
may hereafter be made.” 

The exaggerated figures about Jews “who in- 
vaded the country illegally after the war” is cal- 
culated to prepare the ground for disfranchising 
the Jews without being accused of evading the 
Minority Treaty. The actual number of Jews 
who found refuge in Rumania from Ukrainian 
pogroms and Russian “‘liquidation”’ of the middle- 
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class, is small. Mr. Goga was Minister of the In- 
terior in the Averescu Cabinet when the refugees 
came in. The late Lucien Wolf, representing the 
Anglo-Jewish Association, came to Rumania to ar- 
range with the Government for the disposition of 
these refugees. The Government named 8,000 as 
the total number of refugees. Goga now speaks 
about hundreds of thousands, knowing that most 
of those 8,000 refugees were sent to relatives and 
friends in the United States and elsewhere. 

But Mr. Goga, evidently with the connivance of 
the King, goes still further. He says that the 
Jewish citizenship lists will be revised as of 1919. 
All Jews who were not citizens at that time will be 
disenfranchised. Practically no Jews were citi- 
zens before the Minority Treaty went into effect 
in 1919. 

With all the problems facing Rumania, why so 
much emphasis on the Jewish problem? Just an 
old Spanish custom, effectively used by reaction- 


aries. In the recent election Rumania had eleven  - 


political parties, each with its candidates. At least 
half a dozen of these were candidly anti-Semitic. 
Others conditionally so. Even the National Pea- 
sant Party formed an alliance with Zelea Codrea- 
nu’s rabidly anti-Semitic party. 

The Jews are being thrown to the wolves in the 
hope of keeping the wolves busy while Hitlerism 
is introduced. Some of the political leaders 
though anti-Jewish, are anti-Hitler and _ pro- 
French. They feel that Rumania’s destiny lies 
with her World War allies and not with Germany, 
which sooner or later, would make a vassal of 
Rumania. 

The fact that King Carol called on Mr. Goga 
to form the Cabinet is a clear indication that he 
has cast his lot with Hitler. For at least four 
years Goga has been known not merely as a Fas- 
cist but as a Hitlerite. Every time Foreign Min- 
ister Titulescu succeeded in reaching an agreement 
with either France, Great Britain or Russia, Goga 
made a visit to Berlin. Those visits were charac- 
terized by the Rumanian liberal press as suspici- 
ously semi-official. They intimated Goga was sent 
to assure Hitler he need not take Titulescu’s ef- 
forts seriously. 


About two years ago Titulescu became suspi- 
cious that Bucharest was nullifying his efforts 
abroad. He rushed home and was assured that 
his King endorsed his foreign policy. A short 
time later Titulescu was summarily dismissed 
from his post, following one of Goga’s returns 
from Berlin. The Rumanian press spoke of the 
dismissal as one of the most disgraceful in Ruman- 
ian political history. 

The dismissal of Titulescu practically meant 
Rumania’s drawing away from France and the 
League of Nations, and into the arms of Hitler. 
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Entrusting the formation of a Cabinet to Goga 
signified a most decisive step. The emblem of 
Goga’s National Christian Party is the swastika. 
His paper, “Tara Noastra’’ (Our Country) uses 
the swastika symbol on its masthead. The party 
was organized by Prof. A. C. Cuza who started 
out as a contributor to the ‘“Contemporanul”’ 
(Contemporary), the first Rumanian Socialist 
magazine, in the eighties. Cuza later turned anti- 
Semite, was appointed Professor of Sociology in 
the Jassy University and thenceforth preached 
anti-Semitism ex cathedra. In 1910 Cuza used 
the swastika as an anti-Semitic emblem. 

Goga started as a poet in Transylvania. He 
came to public notice as a campaigner for minority 
rights for the Rumanians under Hungarian rule. 
Before he joined Cuza and his party, Goga had 
been connected with practically every political 
party in Rumania. ‘“Epoca” (The Epoch), a 
paper not very friendly to Jews, characterizes 
Goga’s political fickleness as follows: 

“Mr. Goga will change his politics tomorrow if 
his interests dictate, just as his interests changed 
his politics yesterday.” 

The same Goga, who started his political career 
fighting for minority rights in Hungary, is now 
ready to suppress minorities in Rumania. The 
Goga who permitted Jews to take refuge in Rum- 
ania when he was Minister of the Interior, speaks 
now of “invading hordes of alien Jews.” The 
Goga who now wants to eliminate the Jews from 
Rumanian life held directorships in many Jewish 
industrial corporations. While other anti-Semites 
denounce Magda Lupescu, Goga pretends to be 
her friend. 

This chameleon quality has finally made Goga 
Premier of Rumania. But it must be remembered 
that his party drew only about nine per cent of the 
vote in the December elections. The Tatarescu 
Government Party drew almost thirty-eight per 
cent. It required forty per cent to remain in 
power. The next largest vote went to the Nation- 
al Peasant Party. Then followed the Codreanu 
Party, known as “All for the Country,” with al- 
most seventeen per cent. 

If the King is pro-fascist, why did he not turn to 
the out-and-out Fascists, Codreanu’s Party? Be- 
cause that party is supposed to have plotted a coup 
d'etat with Prince Nicholas, the King’s younger 
brother, to drive King Carol from the Throne, 
for having disgraced Rumania with his love for a 
Jewess. As long as Carol insists on keeping Mag- 
da Lupescu, he cannot call on Juliu Maniu of the 
Peasant Party to form a Cabinet. It was on ac- 
count of Lupescu that the King and Maniu fell 
out. But for her they would have remained 
friends. Carol promised Maniu on more than one 
occasion to send her away. Carol either broke his 
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promise outright or when he did send Lupescu 
away, recalled her soon after. 

In self-defense Magda Lupescu began to inter- 
fere in politics and eliminate from the King’s 
circle all who opposed her. Goga, the opportun- 
ist, cultivated her friendship. He persuaded 
Cuza to stop opposing Lupescu because “Mme. 
Lupescu must be regarded as a Christian.” In 
her case, water is stronger than blood. Lupescu 
is said to have contributed generously to the funds 
of the National Christian Party. Thus she de- 
monstrated that she was not a Jewess and had no 
interest in Jews, even though her father’s name is 
still Wolf, which in Rumanian means “lup.” Thus 
the name, Lupescu. 

In calling Goga to power, Carol finally did 
what he planned for some time. He is of German 
blood. But France had been influential in Ru- 
mania. France was generous with loans. One 
could not rush headlong into Hitler’s arms. The 
ground had to be prepared. It was—by some 
sixty odd papers and magazines either bought out- 
right or subsidized by Hitler. 

The moment it looked propitious for Fascism, 
and the vote went against the Tatarescu Govern- 
ment, (which was not particularly complimentary 
to the King), Carol took the bull by the horns and 
handed over power to Goga. 

Whether or not Goga will remain in power de- 
pends mostly on the attitude of democratic powers 
like Great Britain, France and the United States. 
The anti-Semitism is merely a trial balloon. If 
democratic countries are supine, then Hitler will 
gain ascendancy in Rumania, thus giving the Fas- 
cists access to Eastern Europe’s most fertile ter- 
ritory. This will enable them to start the Euro- 
pean war they have been planning. 

The only thing that can prevent this catastrophe 
would be a decided stand on the part of democrat- 
ic powers. France’s embargo on arms to Ruman- 
ia has already caused Goga to slow down his anti- 
Jewish program, even though it caused a rift be- 
tween him and Cuza. 

A united democratic front must be the answer 
to Fascism. 
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Partition - The Tragic Minimum 


) gm WHITE PAPER which the English gov- 
ernment issued on January 4 in the form of an 
official letter to the High Commissioner of Pales- 
tine has once more raised the question of the 
political future of Palestine. 

One cannot say that the new document has con- 
tributed much to the clarification of the situation 
or has substantially restored confidence though it 
contains some reassuring elements. For a number 
of weeks informed Zionists had known that a new 
pronouncement concerning Palestine was being 
prepared in certain governmental circles, which, 
according to more or less authentic information, 
was supposed to outline a program which would 
prove an almost final blow to Jewish national as- 
pirations. The letter to the High Commissioner 
is evidence, however, that, temporarily at least, 
those circles in London who recommended a policy 
of crystallization have been defeated. Crystal- 
lization means that the Jews may be allowed to 
possess what they now possess in Palestine but no 
more, that England has a right to declare that she 
has already fulfilled all her international obliga- 
tions respecting the Jewish people, and that the 
Jewish National Home has already been estab- 
lished to the extent that it was historically and 
politically possible. The White Paper, however, 
is a new official acknowledgement on the part of 
the government that it does not consider the Jew- 
ish National Home a finished affair or its further 
growth and development an impossibility. The 
terms of reference given the new Commission, 
which, according to information from London, 
will leave for Palestine in February or in March, 
embrace the partition plan and the establishment 
of a Jewish State. Its task is to prepare a de- 
tailed, practical plan of the boundaries of the pro- 
posed two new states and the conditions under 
which they can be set up. The validity of Jewish 
political aspirations in Palestine has in this way 
again’ been established. From this point of view, 
the White Paper is partially reassuring. 

There have, however, been introduced into it 
intentional stylistic ambiguities—the sort of am- 
biguity in which the British and colonial office is 
such a past master—and a number of indirect hints 
(made offhandedly and seemingly in all inno- 
cence) which may well disturb any careful Jewish 
reader. 

The government “indicates” that even the new 
Commission's plan may not satisfy it, and this may 
mean either a third Commission or reconsideration 
of the whole principle of partition. The govern- 
ment wislies to emphasize that “for some time to 
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come any action taken will be only of an explora- 
tory character,” that is, that it will commit itself 
to nothing at present. It foresees a possibility 
that it may have to consider a plan of “temporary 
cantonization”’, and perhaps even a system of two 
separate mandates, which, simply stated, means 
partition but no Jewish State. The government is 
trying also to accustom public opinion to the idea 
that the solution of the problem of Palestine is 
such a complicated affair that it cannot be hurried 
and it may be that for a long time the country will 
have to remain in a state of uncertainty. For this 
reason the White Paper makes the impression 
of a “promise with reservations,’ and the chief 
reservation is that the promise despite its theoreti- 
cal magnanimity must not necessarily be put into 
effect. It is not to be wondered at therefore that 
the new document was met with such mixed feel- 
ings, to put it mildly, both by responsible Jewish 
circles and in the Arab world. It is not astonish- 
ing that the leading papers of England itself re- 
ceived this ambiguous document with a feeling 
of dissatisfaction. In certain situations nothing 
can be worse than a lingering illness. 

This new White Paper which says everything 
and nothing in the present uncertain and danger- 
ous situation, must once more place the question of 
our political orientation before every thoughtful 
Zionist. It becomes daily clearer that if there are 
any in London who doubt the advisability of parti- 
tion and the establishment of two new states (the 
White Paper as a compromise document is the 
best evidence of these doubts) they are not those 
who believe that the partition plan gives the Jews 
too little, less than they need and less than they 
deserve to get, but those who feel that however 
the partition is devised, and however small may be 
the area of the planned Jewish State, it is, under 
the circumstances, too much, and involves too 
many political sacrifices or inconveniences for Eng- 
land. If we judge the mood of London official 
circles correctly, it is the pro-Zionist “‘maximalists” 
there who are the supporters of partition, while 
the weaker pro-Zionists and the avowed anti-Zion- 
ists are the skeptics and the opponents of the very 
principle which was proposed by the Peel Com- 
mission. To put it brutally: to the extent that we 
have any choice, the choice today lies not between 
partition and something which may be better than 
partition, but between partition and an X, which, 
being deciphered, means crystallization, the estab- 
lishment of a minority status for Jews with no (or 
with insignificant) prospects of further immigra- 
tion. The Zionist nein-sager who, a few months 
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back, had a reason, possibly a subjective one, to 
combat the principle of partition, because he be- 
lieved that there were opportunities for future im- 
migration and colonization, greater than those af- 
forded by any partition plan, is obliged, therefore, 
today to take account of the fact that his previous 
calculations have lost a great part of their validity. 


Events in various parts of the world made his 
calculations less plausible than at the time of the 
Zionist Congress, more than five months ago. Not 
only is the Civil War in Spain not over, but cer- 
tain “Cabinets” are beginning to make their plans 
on the supposition of the “inevitable victory” of 
the Fascist forces. Jugoslavia, during this time, 
has become a semi-vassal of Italian Fascism. Ru- 
mania has hitched itself to Hitler’s wagon and 
by its insane action has destroyed the even previ- 
ously dubious ‘balance of power,” as much of it as 
still existed in the Balkans and in Central Europe. 
The relations between the democratic countries 
and the Fascist bloc of Berlin-Rome-Tokyo have 
become even more tense and, if one may say so, 
more fraught with peril than last summer. 
The League of Nations has not become stronger 
during this time, but poorer in prestige and even 
Switzerland—the land which was chosen for its 
permanent home—is willing to make its ties with 
the League a great deal looser than they have 
been. The Democratic and humanitarian world 
on our continent suffered a heavy blow in the 
Fascist revolution in Brazil, the most thickly popu- 
lated country in the Americas, after the United 
States. The masked civil war in Russia, apparent 
in the famous trials and the “wholesale” execu- 
tions, has weakened the faith in Soviet Russia’s 
“psychological preparedness for war” both in 
France and particularly England; thus the danger 
of a world-wide military conflict between Fascist 
and anti-Fascist blocs has become more threaten- 
ing. The struggle in the Far East has assumed 
catastrophic proportions in the last few months, 
and the menace of Japan must today be considered 
as much greater than was previously believed. 
These developments have taken place thousands 
of miles away from Palestine, but these are all 
phenomena which create a tension in world-poli- 
tics, especially in English policy, and which weaken 
those liberal forces to which we can appeal. 


To ignore all these facts is a sorry “luxury” 
which no responsible opponent of partition may 
now permit himself. 


What are the possible alternatives of English 
policy in Palestine? Let us attempt to number 
them. 


(1) England can decide not to make any essen- 
tial changes in the status of Palestine, the mandate 
will be maintained for the future and will encour- 
age—more honestly and energetically—the immi- 
gration and colonization of Jews. 
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(2) England will retain the mandate but will 
administer it in Palestine as she did until a few 
years ago in Iraq: without the obligation of aiding 
in the establishment of a national home for an- 
other people. 

(3) England can leave Palestine “entirely’’, 
as she finally left Iraq, and later Egypt: declare 
all Palestine an independent state and safeguard 
her military and strategic interests by a system 
of special treaties. 

(4) England can make Palestine a crown 
colony and give it the same status as she has given 
the island of Cyprus. 

(5) England can cantonize the country, make 
of Western Palestine two cantons, an Arab and 
a Jewish one, with separate temporary mandates. 

(6) England can divide Palestine into three 
parts, equal or unequal—one part for a Jewish 
State, a second for an Arab state, and a third for 
a permanent British mandate. 

I believe that this list exhausts all possible 
alternatives. 

The order in which I enumerated the “‘conceiv- 
able’’ possibilities is unimportant. Let us now con- 
sider which of them are not only conceivable but 
under present day conditions possible in practice, 
and which promise Jews the maximum opportunity 
for concrete achievement. 

I would choose the first rather than any of the 
other “conceivable” alternatives. In this respect I 
still consider myself a Nein-sager in regard to par- 
tition. I am very little inclined to idealize the 
English administration of the mandate, but, in 
spite of all the trials and bloodshed, there still was 
an immigration of nearly 350,000 Jews into Pales- 


tine during the seventeen years of the Mandate. 


Under the frequently arbitrary and hostile admin- 
istration of the mandate we became thirty per cent 
of the total population, a Jewish political factor. 
In another fifteen or twenty years of the mandate 
and under a friendly administration we might have 
multiplied our present numbers fourfold and cre- 
ated the basis (with a Jewish population of, let us 
say, a million and a half) for independent political 
existence. The Arabs have long ceased to com- 
plain that we are harming them economically. 
They know, however, that if we grew from 12% 
or 15% of the population to 30% during the first 
period of the mandate we will increase 
from 30% to 60% or65% in the second. 
The proportion of the Jewish population 
in Palestine is their chief concern, and in 
their negotiations—first with authorized Jewish 
representatives and then with irresponsible Jewish 
individuals or groups—concerning a Jewish-Arab 
agreement their first stipulation is always the fol- 
lowing unalterable condition: that Jews must 
never reach a proportion higher than 40%. The 
violent Arab opposition to the mandate is of 
necessity a factor to be reckoned with. 
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In general, the whole subject of the 
Palestine mandate is becoming increasingly 
problematic. This does not mean that the 
idea of the mandate itself is bankrupt. 
The idea of the international control of cer- 
tain territories by mandates, as interpreted by 
President Wilson, as it was understood in 1917 
by the English Labor Party, as well as by the 
Socialist Parties of France and Belgium, was one 
of the noblest achievements of internationalist 
thought. In practice, however, the mandatory 
system has failed. From the very beginning the 
government of the Allied Powers violated the in- 
ternationalist essence of the mandate system: they 
divided the mandates among themselves as the 
spoils of war without the League of Nations, even 
before the League was founded, and then con- 
fronted the international forum at Geneva with 
faits accomplis, which the League, supposedly the 
supreme authority in this matter, had to accept. 
A few mandates have slipped out of even the 
nominal control of the League of Nations (Japan, 
which received mandates over certain territories 
as a member of the League of Nations, retains 
them even after she joined Germany in cynical 
mockery of the ““Genevan twaddle’”’). Today it is 
by no means impossible that the German colonies, 
which were transformed into mandated areas after 
the war, may in the next few years be returned to 
Germany or get a_ brand-new _non-man- 
datory status. But, most important: the 
system of Class “A” mandates involving the 
obligation to train the native population for self- 
government and sovereignty was established only 
in the so-called Arab lands—Syria, Palestine, 
Iraq—and has been liquidated almost everywhere. 
In Iraq, England gave up the mandate because it 
had to do so. In Syria, in the Lebanon, In Alexan- 
dretta and in the Druse regions, France is giving 
up her mandate after long years of weary struggle 
against the nationalist movements. In Egypt, 
England abandoned her ‘‘quasi-Mandate” (the 
protectorate) two years ago, because there was no 
other way out, especially in the perilous days of 
the Italian invasion of Ethiopia. How much 
longer can Palestine, under these circumstances, 
remain the only Arabic speaking country under a 
mandatory administration? This question is now 
becoming particularly acute in London, where it 
has become clear that in Palestinian affairs one 
must reckon with various forms of resistance, 
open, disguised, and half-disguised, also in the 
neighboring Arab countries. One must not, of 
course, exaggerate the weight of the present Pan 
Arab movement. Its political significance at pres- 
ent is trifling because of competing dynasties, jeal- 
ousies, and the difficult internal problems of indi- 
vidual Arab countries, all of which must distract 
attention from Pan-Arabism. However, the threat 
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of Pan-Arab ideologies and ambitions is by no 
means so slight. King Ghazi, Ibn-Saud, Imam 
Yehye, all these royal Arab rulers may hate each 
other bitterly, each one may dream of himself as 
the ruler of the future Arab federation, as the Ca- 
liph of the Moslem world. But they all untie in op- 
posing the ‘“‘squandering”’ of territories which, ac- 
cording to their plans, must sooner or later become 
parts of the great Arab empire. England must 
reckon seriously with this “ideological” Pan-Arab- 
ism; at any rate England believes that it has to 
reckon seriously with it, which amounts to the 
same thing. In so far as England is interested in 
creating a more or less stable condition in the Near 
East—not only because of the present danger of 
war, but even for the sake of a peaceful future— 
the fate of the Palestinian mandate, with its pres- 
ent content, becomes increasingly questionable. 

It is not necessary to speak at such length about 
the other alternatives. The possibility of setting 
aside the mandate and securing British interests 
by a system of special treaties, as has already been 
done in Iraq, in Egypt, as France is about to do in 
Syria and Lebanon, is presumably coneeivable to 
England. But actually it means an Arab State and 
therefore, under present conditions, the liquida- 
tion of Zionism. 

The third alternative—that England may con- 
tinué to exercise the mandate over Palestine, but 
without the obligation of establishing a Jewish Na- 
tional Home is more difficult than the immediate 
abandonment of the mandate. But even if Eng- 
land should determine, for any reason whatsoever, 
to choose this course, it must inevitably lead to the 
granting of sovereignty to Palestine in the near 
future, as was the case in Iraq. Furthermore, what 
have the Jews to gain from this? 

To turn Palestine into an English Crown Col- 
ony? It is hardly worth while to analyze this 
status from the special point of view of Jewish 
interest, even though a few years ago it had sup- 
porters among the Jewish bourgeoisie in Palestine 
and especially among the citrus planters (because 
of the preferential tariffs of the British Empire). 
The League of Nations can never agree to such a 
solution of the problem because constitutionally a 
mandated territory may not be turned into a col- 
ony. England would be the last to commit a viola- 
iton of trust which would not only weaken the 
prestige of the League but might destroy it. 

As to the temporary cantonization of Palestine 
under two separate mandates (such a possibility 
is considered in the new White Paper), even a 
superficial examination reveals that this would 
mean: 1, another failure to solve the problem, and 
a postponement of its solution till some indefinite 
future; 2, a partition of Palestine into two 
“spheres of interest’’, a Jewish and an Arab one; 
3, a failure to satisfy Arab demands for national 
sovereignty; 4, the continual “interference” of 
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Arabs in the affairs of the “Jewish Zone”’ with the 
purpose of obstructing the increase of the popula- 
tion so that a Jewish State might not be 
created eventually; 5, a systematic propaganda 
campaign in the Arab world declaring that the 
area of the Jewish canton is actually a temporarily 
disguised Jewish State; 6, the establishment of the 
precedent that no Jewish immigration may be per- 
mitted into the Arab region (without this restric- 
tion, the whole plan of cantonization has no raison 
d’etre) ; 7, the stifling of Jewish initiative in colon- 
ization by British officialdom. In short, this plan 
has all the defects of partition without a single one 
of its relative advantages. 


Of the hitherto enumerated “‘conceivable”’ possi- 
bilities, some are, as we have seen, impracticable, 
others possible only at the expense of Jewish inter- 
ests. The only favorable alternative, more favor- 
able than any imminent project of a Jewish State, 
is the first: a British mandate for, let us say, the 
next twenty years, over the whole of Palestine, in- 
terpreted in a manner friendly to Jews and with a 
cooperative administration. There is, however, 
sufficient reason to believe that precisely this alter- 
native, even though it is logically, morally, and 
juridically conceivable, is becoming increasingly 
impossible politically. 

Under the circumstances partition and the es- 
tablishment of two separate and sovereign states 
becomes the only feasible solution. Even this way 
is by no means simple. It is moye difficult-than 
most of its proponents thought in the beginning, 
more difficult than the British government itself 
originally believed. This plan, however, has a 
number of relative virtues. : 

First it is, if one may say so, the tragic minimum 
which we Jews may accept. The consci- 
ousness that this is the minimum for the next 
period of our history, may arouse in the people, 
extraordinary political energy whose influence 
both upon England and certain international fac- 
tors is not easily gauged. 


Secondly, there is an Arab group which is in- 
clined to accept the plan (Emir Abdullah and the 
still anonymous group around him). England 
must succeed in restoring to Palestine that rela- 
tive tranquillity which will make it possible for the 
silent among the Arabs to find their tongues. Par- 
tition is the only basis on which it is possible to 
negotiate with at least one Arab faction. 

And third, since of all the enumerated alterna- 
tives only two have a constructive significance for 
us—the so-called “Judeophile mandate” and par- 
tition—it is clear that in case England determines 
to break Arab nationalist intransigeance at all, it 
will be a great deal easier for her to force the 
Arab world to accept a Jewish State in a part of 
Palestine, rather than a potential or an inevitable 
Jewish State in the whole of Palestine. England 
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will, no doubt, have to offer certain sacrifices for 
this, and ‘“‘compensations” in various forms; but 
she will have to “pay” much less to the various 
Arab factors for a smaller Jewish State than for 
a larger one. The task of Zionist politics is there- 
fore to mobilize the greatest possible force in the 
near future to influence England to guarantee the 
minimum without long postponement. 


The task of influencing England in this direction 
is even today a good deal harder than before. But 
it is far from being hopeless. However occupied 
England may be at present with “greater and 
more important” affairs, no matter how great 
be the number of politicians in London who are 
inwardly prepared to betray us completely, there 
are still certain embarrassments which England 
will wish to avoid even in these difficult times. Our 
leadership can again recount to English conscience 
and honor the whole history of Anglo-Jewish rela- 
tions in the case of Palestine: “When you dealt 
with us 21 years ago, it was understood that we 
were to get a Jewish State in Palestine, including 
Transjordania. That was the sense of the Weiz- 
mann-Feisal agreement, which was not reached 
without your knowledge and consent. Times 
changed and your promise and agreements also 
changed. The whole matter of the Jewish State 
was laid on the table and you promised us a Jewish 
National Home with wide opportunities for col- 
onization, again on both sides of the Jordan. 
Times changed again and political conditions with 
them; you forced us to agree to limit our work of 
construction in the National Home to only one 
part of Palestine; in the other, the larger and 
more fertile part, you established the Arab Emir- 
ate of Transjordan. And still later you came to 
us again, after we had demonstrated our willing- 
ness to sacrifice and our ability to build, and an- 
nounced: We must punish you for the pogroms 
which Arabs have made upon you, for the criminal 
incompetence of the administration which we es- 
tablished in the land; in place of a National 
Home in the whole area of the already partitioned 
and divided Palestine, you will have to be satisfied 
with a portion of a part. And we, not having any 
choice, agreed to this also. You cannot come to us 
now and declare that times and conditions have 
changed once again and instead of that portion of 
a part you can only offer us a nil or a quasi-nil. 
You are far from being bankrupt, but even bank- 
rupts are capable of some degree of payment, and 
courts of law force them to pay the utmost which 
is within their means. There must be some bounds 
to the abuse of your own honor and to the break- 
ing of pledges to a martyred people in the most 
tragic hour of its history. For the sake of your 
own interests and of the honor of the British name 
in the eyes of future English generations you must 
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save your own reputation as a reasonable and 
trustworthy nation.” 

With what sort of feelings ‘‘should”’ we receive 
the partition plan, if it should be put into effect? 
With enthusiasm? Or melancholy? 

Perhaps this whole question, in the form in 
which it is often put, is gratuitous. In certain 
serious situations, facts are met with neither en- 
thusiasm nor melancholy, but with realism, and 
there are other situations in which enthusiasm 
and melancholy are both normal. 

The time has certainly not come to stage a 
celebration of the millennium. A Jewish State 
without Jerusalem, without Bethlehem, without 
Hebron, even without Shechem is symbolically and 
emotionally an imperfect “return to Zion”. It 
hurts to hear the frivolous tone in which some old 
Zionists have lately referred to “the stones of 
Jerusalem and the bones of Hebron” as to the 
sentimentalities and fetishes of immature, provin- 
cial people. For this symbolical, sentimental as- 
pect of Zionism we once paid dearly! In 1904 we 
refused a great African territory which certainly 
was fit for mass-colonization( its later economic 
development has proved this clearly) because it 
lacked certain ‘“‘stones and bones”. We spent 
long years in fighting territorialism, and acquiesced 
in unhealthy splits and estrangements in Jewish 
life. It hurts when experts who only yes- 
terday proved that there is water to be 
had in the Negeb are ready today to de- 
clare that we do not need the Negeb anyway, be- 
cause it has no water. It hurts no less to hear 
from other experts that the hilly regions, which 
are to be included in the Arab State, anyhow 
provide no opportunity for rational colonization, 
when it seems that only yesterday we learned from 
these same experts that the hills can be made fruit- 
ful and can support a larger population. 
Let us rather meet the situation — who 
knows, perhaps fate — straight forwardly; 
partition is areal national loss; we accept 
the loss because of the possibility of other real 
achievements, of achievements in general. Let us, 
at least say: in a tragic period of our history we 
accept what can be taken, but our hunger is not 
stilled, our aspirations remain. 

Furthermore, let our approach to the planned 
Jewish State be realistic. There is no reason to 
state, as many of the nein-sagers have done in 
their excess of pessimism, that there will be room 
in the small area of the Jewish State for only a 
“handful of Jews”; on the other hand, one 
need not be excessively impressed by the statistical 
exercises of ecstatic pro-partionists. People have 
spoken about the absorptive capacity of the pro- 
posed area in terms of four, five, eight and even 
ten millions of people. Professor Brodetzky, a 
teacher of mathematics, found himself obliged last 
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year in Zurich to inform certain pro-partionists 
that according to their calculations it seemed that 
the smaller the territory, the more people can live 
in it. 

But why all these calculations, speculations, and 
conjectures? Just as we never knew in all these 
years the number of Jews which Palestine includ- 
ing the Transjordan would be able to absorb at 
last—so we do not know today, and will not know 
tomorrow how many Jews a part of the country 
will be able to absorb. No science in existence can 
foretell this with any degree of accuracy. For the 
present we must be content with the general as-_ 
sumption that even in the limited area of the pro- 
posed Jewish State there is room for a significant 
number of Jews. For how many? That depends 
upon a thousand causes and factors, objective and 
subjective too, actual and potential, which can 
hardly be foreseen today, let alone weighed or 
measured. There is no universally valid, accepted 
criterion for such a calculation. Rumania with its 
fertile provinces, perhaps the most fertile in all 
Europe, has less than 170 souls per square mile, 
and the majority of the population does not have 
enough to eat, uses no soap, and possesses no 
shoes for the winter. Switzerland, with its rela- 
tively barren hilly regions has more than 262 souls 
per square mile and its standard of living is higher 
than that of France, almost reaching the Scan- 
dinavian or even the American standard. If we 
accept the population density of Australia, perhaps 
the most fertile continent in the world, as our 
criterion, there is room for only 4,500 souls in the 
2,000 square miles of the proposed Jewish State; 
that is, we would have to remove hundreds of 
thousands of Jews and Arabs who live there now, 
and bring in no new ones. If we use Belgium as 
our model, there will be room for one and a half 
millions in that area. If we should wish to draw 
our economic moral from Egypt—a huge country, 
with, however, only 12,000 square miles of cultiv- 
able land, inhabited by almost sixteen million peo- 
ple, there will be room for two and a half million 
souls. Logically, there is no reason why we should 
not take the island of Malta as our model, which 
with no more than 122 square miles, has a popu- 
lation, not rich but not poverty stricken, of 
a quarter of a million. If Malta is a criterion, 
four million people can live in the Jewish State. 
The number of dunams is, of course, a very im- 
portant determinant of colonization; but it is by 
no means everything . Who knows what high 
standards we may achieve in our agriculture, 
what industries we shall construct there, 
what rich commercial prospects may _ be 
opened up to us even in our small bit of coastal 
land which has an open sea-way to three conti- 
nents? Sometimes even raw materials, power, and 
fuel are not the decisive factors in industry. Who 
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can explain geographically the development of a 
great textile industry precisely in Lodz? How 
can one explain the development of the huge 
leather and shoe industry in Massachusetts, geo- 
graphically? Would it not have been more “‘nat- 
ural” if it had developed in lowa with its wealth 
of raw material on the spot? Who can predict 
the energy of economic enterprise, the effect of 
need as a factor in furthering opportunities or 
removing obstacles? 

The whole Zionist plan will probably not be re- 
alized in that area, even after our greater achieve- 
ments. In general, the Zionist method of solving 
the Jewish problem, may triumph even in that nar- 
rower territorial pale. 


Finally, a few words which do not concern the 
immediate future. 

English Zionists in the last few weeks have ad- 
vanced a demand, merely a “moral” request, that 
the Jewish State be included in the “British Com- 
monwealth of Nations” with the status of a 
Dominion. 

In view of political realities this demand can 
have no immediate significance. As long as there 
is no Jewish State one cannot negotiate. A man- 
dated territory cannot—from the standpoint 
of international law—at once become a Dominion. 
The matter will not be simple even when the Jew- 
ish State will have become a fact. England alone 
cannot grant anyone the status of a Dominion. 
This requires the consent of all the Dominions, 
which will probably not take such an unusual poli- 
tical step hastily. Till now all the Dominions have 
been countries with Anglo-Saxon populations (Ire- 
land, which is not Anglo-Saxon, has another title 
to the honor; it is a former part of the British 
Kingdom and was on the verge of escaping entire- 
ly from the English sphere of influence). For 
purely psychological reasons it will be a hard bit 
of work to induce the Dominions, and perhaps 
England itself, to adopt such a foreign element as 
Jews “into the family”. 


A School for Smiles 


R. MONTGOMERY from Oskaloosa, 


Iowa, may smile at Mr. Kaplan in a good- 
will conference or even break bread with him, but 
if the latter should graduate qualified to teach, and 
the former should by chance subsequently become 
a School Superintendent in the Hawkeye state— 
well, that changes matters. Superintendent Mont- 
gomery would probably courteously reject Mr. 
Kaplan’s application to teach somewhere in his 
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And yet—the British Empire stands or falls 
with its greatest and most important colony, India. 
Campbell Bannerman saved South Africa for the 
Empire by giving it freedom. In order to feel 
sure of India as a part of the Empire, it will 
sooner or later have to be admitted into the ‘““Com- 
monwealth” as a free land, a Dominion. The 
present status of India cannot continue much 
longer. Sober observers in England know it, and 
will know it more clearly tomorrow. Steps were 
made in this direction as long as twenty years ago. 
On the 20th of August, 1917, Edwin Montagu, 
at that time “Secretary of State for India” had 
already made official pronouncements in Parlia- 
ment to the effect that India would be given a 


Dominion status, that this was a definite 
obligation of the Crown and the Govern- 
ment and of England in general. The 


MacDonald government: repeated this prom- 
ise in December of 1928. Lord Irwin, at that 
time Viceroy, once again proclaimed these com- 
mittments on his own authority. Two years later, 
at the opening of the Indian National Congress 
in Lahore, the same Lord Irwin found it necessary 
to reassure the leaders of the Congress that Eng- 
land would keep her promise of Dominion status. 
England may postpone this change in India’s 
status, delay it as she has done hitherto, but not 
forever, and not for very long. It is a question of 
years and not generations. And when this revolu- 
tionary change takes place and hundreds of mil- 
lions of a foreign race enter the British Empire as 
equals, as a Dominion, a trail-breaking precedent 
will be established which may perhaps make the 
admission of the Jewish State into the Common- 
wealth merely a question of formal procedure. 

Let us for the time being consider the fol- 
lowing prospect: A Jewish State, even a small one, 
but a more or less sovereign sfate, with a seat in 
the League of Nations and with membership in 
the “British Commonwealth”. Who can predict 
today the force and the scope which the Zionist 
method will then be able to assume? 


® by Joseph R. Lebo 


county, scholarship and a dangling Phi Beta Kappa 
key to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Nor is Mr. Montgomery wholly to blame. He 
is a product of a social milieu which cherishes its 
traditional prejudices, even if it means rejecting a 
distant relative of the man who preached and died 
for the kingdom of Ged on earth. 


Mr. Kaplan may at first feel hurt, even indig- 
nant. Had he not loved his native state of lowa? 
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Did he not want to return in part some portion 
which that state had invested in him? Did he not 
have the high ideals of the finest Americanism? 
Then sullenly and bitterly he concludes that he was 
rejected because he is a Jew. But Mr. Montgom- 
ery could not even venture to tell him that was the 
real reason. There are many other reasons for re- 
jecting a candidate for a teaching job but in the 
state of Iowa, the preceding reason is based on 
fact especially when we remember that less than a 
decade ago a liberal magazine declared that 
‘“...90% of the School Superintendents of Iowa 
call for Protestant teachers.’ Nor is the lot of a 
Catholic seeking a teaching position in Iowa easy, 
to say nothing of Negroes. 

In 1930 just before the writer graduated from 
the State University of Iowa qualified to teach, he 
paid the five dollar registration fee to a bureau 
within the University whose function was to ob- 
tain teaching placements for the graduates. No 
sooner had the writer informed a professor in the 
College of Education that he had paid this fee, 
than the latter advised him to have it refunded 
with the kind explanation that it was almost im- 
possible for a Jew to be employed as a teacher in 
Iowa. The fee was returned with the curt remin- 
der that such was not to be regarded as a prece- 
dent. (There are Jewish teachers in the larger 
cities but I am speaking of the state as a whole. ) 

In 1927 with the aid of Mr. Rockefeller a 
School of Religion was opened on the campus with 
a Protestant, a Catholic and a Jewish professor in 
addition to a director. Finally, years of dreaming 
on the part of many good intentioned people had 
come to fruition. Before graduating the writer 
enrolled in this School in order to help make it 
successful. 

Yes, religion is taught at the University of 
Iowa. But what does it mean? How does it put 
itself into practice? What is religion if it isn’t 
practicable? With the last two questions which 
are really one, we are concerned. 

Religion can be expressed more or less subject- 
ively. A balanced combination of subjectivity and 
objectivity would be most desirable. By objectiv- 
ity in religion is here meant the putting of religion 
into practice for the common good, in short, social 
conduct. A person might be subjectively religious, 
that is, be very moral to himself and yet by deeds 
of commission show a true lacking in religious ob- 
jectivity. To illustrate: a kind father may be a 
tyrannical employer, callous of his workers’ rights. 

On the campus Mr. Montgomery’s smile for 
Mr. Kaplan, even within the cloistered walls of the 
School of Religion, doesn’t demonstrate the practi- 
cability of religion as a force for good. Mr. Kap- 
lan wants that position which Mr. Montgomery is 
later able to give. That is one way he can see Mr. 
Montgomery's practice of religion in the working. 
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Mr. Montgomery's tolerance may be nothing 
more than disguised indifference—because at the 
time it may have been the proper and convenient 
thing to do. 

On August 28, 1936, I wrote to the director of 
the School. of Religion, Dr. M. Willard Lampe, 
stating the problem of practical intolerance in the 
placement of Jews as teachers in Iowa. Part of 
the letter to him contained the following: “‘If the 
University wants to make religion essential to a 
full and effective life, as Dr. Gilmore says it 
should, then the following is in order. 

1. The School of Religion and the University 
should approach the School Superintendents of 
Iowa and ask them to mitigate the bar to Jewish 
teachers. 

2. The College of Education should try to im- 
press its future teachers and even those attending 
the summer sessions with the above same end in 
view. I am aware that exhortation and legislation 
do not necessarily change men’s hearts. Here is a 
challenge! Here is a brave and daring project for 
the School of Religion and the University to un- 
dertake. How can you expect students to be reli- 
gious in the best sense of the term when their var- 
ious institutions are deficient religiously ?” 

This was a simple attempt to point out to the 
director that here was a golden opportunity for 
the School of Religion to demonstrate to a skep- 
tical world that religion could be practiced, by un- 
dertaking the project suggested and thereby at- 
tempting to meet the challenge issued. 

The director of the School replied, “ ... Of 
course I am quick to see the point of your letter 
for I have long known that the situation here and 
elsewhere is as you describe. There is no easy an- 
swer to this problem, but I am going to keep your 
letter and use it as effectively as I can, in the at- 
tempt to accept any opportunity to improve the 
situation .. . To my mind the evil involved is 
about the most vicious thing in the world today.” 

The director acknowledged the problem. In 
private life he is an inspiring gentleman and per- 
haps the problem would not exist were more peo- 
ple like him. But his attempt to meet the problem 
personally and use ‘“‘any opportunity to improve 
the situation” will prove futile unless the matter is 
initiated as a collective group activity. 

If a problem is declared delicate and therefore 
little or nothing should be done about it, then it 
tends to perpetuate itself in a state of delicacy. 
Progress is made because some people insist that 
delicacy too gathers the dust of ineptitude, and so 
also needs to have its face washed. 

In the University of Iowa News Bulletin for 
July 1936, President Eugene A. Gilmore of that 
institution said, ‘The University and those of us 
charged with its administration and with the edu- 
cation of the oncoming generations recognize reli- 
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gion as essential to a full and effective life, and will 
constantly endeavor to facilitate it as part of the 
educational program.” 

One may interpret President Gilmore’s state- 
ment as a call to put religion into practice. Else 
how can religion be essential to a full and effective 
life and be part of an educational program? 
Working religion can manifest itself in many ways. 
but a major way in which it can show itself at lowa 
University is to enable members of a despised race 
to have a better opportunity to teach—even as 
qualified human beings if for no other reason. 

In the same Bulletin we read, ‘“The second ob- 
jective (of the School of Religion) is to encourage 
the activities and expression of religion.”” Need 
more be said about the School’s professions? 

Of course it will be argued that the School of 
Religion agrees with you in wishing to see the 
problem outlined in some way ameliorated. But 
the reply to this is that the School functions for the 
most part in the realm of theory, religion for the 
classroom, an academic fill-in. The School there- 
fore can hardly disturb the delicate problems, one 
which has been herein presented, a sore spot in 
Iowa. Can religion be truly religious if it is 
evasive? ; 

The director of the School recognizes that reli- 
gion must be put into daily life. In the Ninth An- 
nual Report of the School (1936) he says, 
«|. . The genius of the idea concerned as it was 
with not only getting students to study religion but 
with encouraging them to practice it.”” Hence 
since he recognizes the problem and believes that 
religion should be vital, purposely active, is it not 
propitious that the School of Religion should logic- 
ally take the initiative in the project previously 
suggested? Furthermore, since “ . . . The School 
has become an organic part of the University’s 
life...” to quote from that report again, it ap- 
pears to be in a position to assume the brave task 
of helping to enlighten many of the Iowa inhabit- 
ants and thus change the present picture of the 
corn state. 
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The writer was a witness to the following event 
in 1926 which occurred in a freshmen speech class 
at the University of Iowa. The instructor had 
asked the members of the class to speak on the sig- 
nificance of their various nationalities to America. 
Then she began asking each student his or her 
nationality. When she came to the lone Jewish 
student, he replied that he would speak on the 
Jewish contributions to America. She replied that 
he ought not to do that but did not insist upon her 
point. The fact that others, even the Negroes 
present, were encouraged to speak fully and freely 
about their nationalities—but the Jew—she had 
waxed enthusiastic when the others spoke of their 
racial forebears. The Jewish student spoke on his 
chosen subject later, but with just enough bitter- 
ness in his heart. This episode was a potential 
scandal. But it would have done the student little 
good to protest unless he had sufficient affluence. 
That student likened this event to Harvard's re- 
fusal to admit negroes to its dormitories. 

Recapitulating, let us state the main points in 
this brief article. 

1. The School of Religion should logically un- 
dertake the initiative by approaching School Super- 
intendents and ask them to mitigate the bar to 
Jewish teachers. 

2. The College of Education in particular and 
the University as a whole should work with the 
School of Religion on a joint project to ameliorate 
the problem. 

Only in the above ways can the School of Reli- 
gion on the Iowa campaign become more than a 
school for smiles. Iowa, my alma mater, needs 
the spirit I am asking her to accept. Iowa needs 
to step out of its complacency and look further 
than it did in 1930 when the writer then on the 
threshold of graduation was told by a lawyer in 
Iowa City: ““Young man, to succeed in this state, 
you must be a Republican, a Rotarian, and a 
Methodist.” 


A Letter from Mexico 


F ALL the countries of Central and South 

America, Mexico is the only one which is re- 
sisting the influence of Fascism. The country is 
not only democratic, but it has earned the enthusi- 
astic praise of all progressives for the vigorous 
policy of social reform which the Mexican govern- 
ment is carrying into effect. It should be remem- 
bered that Mexico is still a semi-colonial land and 
any social reform is likely to encounter difficulties 
specific to such a condition. 


@ by Ben Edin 


Yet Mexico has gained the sympathy of the 
whole democratic and socialist world not only by 
its domestic politics, especially its progressive labor 
policy, but also by its admirable foreign policy. 
Mexico is, in fact, one of. the few countries which 
fearlessly defended the rights of the Ethiopian 
people against Italy in Geneva. The Mexican 
delegate to the League of Nations issued a proud 
and dignified defiance to all the countries which are 
declared ‘or disguised enemies of international 
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peace. Mexico has recently won great praise by 
offering asylum to Leon Trotzky and finally by 
her open support of the democratic government in 
Spain. In these days of chauvinistic hatred and 
national banditry such an attitude on the part of 
a small state is encouragement to every thoughtful 
progressive person. 

Lately, however, new breezes have begun to 
blow in the land of the Aztecs. And if the former 
policy of the Mexican government met with the 
enthusiastic approval of the liberal world, its more 
recent slogans of hatred towards foreigners and of 
anti-Semitism have caused great disappointment. 

“Just what is happening ?”’ is the question of the 
democratic world. Are the press reports from 
Mexico true? How can alien hatred and anti-Se- 
mitism be reconciled with a government pretend- 
ing to social idealism? Can it be imagined that 
Mexico should have fallen under the sway of Nazi 
propaganda? Is it conceivable that President 
Cardenas the most liberal President that Mexico 
has yet had, should have allowed himself to be- 
come involved in a Fascist intrigue ? 

These and other questions are being widely dis- 
cussed in various interested circles. 


Before we attempt to answer these questions 
and to show which reports are exaggerated and 
which coincide with reality, it is necessary to ex- 
plain briefly just how the present illiberal tenden- 
cies arose. 

Hatred of foreigners is not a new thing in 
Mexico to be sure, but not very old either. After 
the War, when immigration into the country was 
unrestricted, foreigners were welcomed with open 
arms; it was an honor to speak to them, to deal 
with them, etc. In short the Mexican showed 
great sympathy and courtesy towards the poor 
harassed immigrant, who had just escaped from 
the ruins of post-War Europe. The newly ar- 
rived immigrants, and especially the Jews, immedi- 
ately appreciated the kindliness of the Mexican 
people. Instead of flocking out of Mexico to the 
United States, as they had intended back in the old 
country, they drove their stakes in the land and 
decided to remain there permanently. In a few 
years the recent immigrant-peddlers laid the foun- 
dation of various minor industries. Primary con- 
sumers goods, which had previously been im- 
ported, became accessible to every Mexican. The 
large cities grew and prospered, thanks to the new 
enterprises. The greater part of this progress 
was certainly due to the little Jewish community, 
for other foreigners, among whom were powerful 
millionaires, engaged in the import trade and with- 
drew capital to other countries. The Jews threw 
themselves into Mexican industry and created em- 
ployment for tens of thousands of Mexicans. 

But the Golden Age of the Jews in Mexico did 


not last long. Interested parties saw to it that the 


19 


little Jewish community was shaken. The notori- 
ous laws to expel Jews from the markets were 
issued. The secretary of the President at that 
time, Ortiz Rubio, urged that the Jewish heart be 
stabbed with the Mexican flag. But the people 
had no instinct for Jew-hatred. The Mexican 
knows them only through the portrayal of Jews by 
the obscurantist—clergy, as children of the devil. 
The people know of them from personal experi- 
ence only under the names of Poles, Russians, Ger- 
mans who did no harm. On the contrary they had 
brought new life to the country. Anti-Semitism, 
therefore, was an artificial growth which did not 
take root. Instead of standing behind their coun- 
ters in the markets, Jews founded their little busi- 
ness establishments and factories and began to 
climb the economic ladder. 

The Jewish community breathed with especial 
freedom during the time of President Cardenas. 
Cardenas, from the very beginning, understood 
the value of Jewish energy and banned the organ- 
ization of the Golden Shirts, the most important 
anti-Semites of that time. 

During the last year Central European doctrines 
were imported to this country and immediately 
began to strike root. The reactionary press, un- 
doubtedly subsidized by foreign capital, soon be- 
gan to sow hatred among the Mexicans against 
the little group of Jews. It began to seem as 
though economically retarded Mexico had no 
other problems but the ten and a half thousand 
Jews who lived in the country. If you sow the 
wind, you reap the storm. The anti-Semites got 
what they wanted. 

In the beginning of 1937 the Mexican Parlia- 
ment passed a law setting up Ghettos for undesir- 
able foreigners, limiting the number of foreigners 
in commerce, and entirely closing the doors of 
Mexico to foreigners. Luckily these laws required 
the consent of the President himself and he was in 
no hurry to confirm them. The daily papers mean- 
while did not cease their agitation. These papers 
used to feed their readers daily with fantastic 
libels, copied from Nazi-Germany. It is note- 
worthy that the organ of the government, “El 
Nacional” became conspicuously silent as though 
it had no interest in the whole affair. Jews saw 
the first fruit of this anti-Semitic campaign here on 
November 10 of last year, on the eve of the cele- 
bration of the Mexican revolution, when Presi- 
dent Cardenas announced the immigration quotas 
for the year 1938. To be sure, the government 
did not officially set up special regulations hostile 
to the Jews, but Jews particularly will suffer from 
the quotas. The anti-Semitic drive has been con- 
ducted here lately under the guise of a national 
campaign against Poles, Russians, Arabs, and 
Chinese. For this reason the new quotas prac- 
tically exclude immigration from these countries. 
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The anti-Semitic press had demanded over and 
above this that a distinction be made between 
immigrants from these countries, as, for instance, 
in the case of Germany and Austria, between those 
who were true Germans, or Austrians and Jews 
from these countries. Then, on December 2, a 
certain influential deputy, Ismall Falcon, raised a 
great outcry against the new quotas. The quotas 
he said, legalized a foreign invasion of Mexico, 
and the Mexican people was condemned to de- 
struction? Deputy Falcon, it appears, has more 
“radical” proposals. He opposes the distinction 
which is made between desirable and undesirable 
aliens. For him all aliens without exception are 
equally undesirable and harmful, and Mexico 
should be rid of them. Falcon’s project is called 
“A Plan for the Economic Regeneration of Mex- 
ico”. This deputy succeeded in organizing a 
Worker’s Defense Committee which, on Decem- 
ber 15, introduced a bill into Parliament which 
was unanimously accepted by the bloc of the gov- 
ernmental party. (P.N.R. (Party of the National 
Revolution) Among the provisions of this bill we 
find, armong others, restrictions of the commercial 
activity of foreigners, intended to reserve the 
whole retail trade for native Mexicans; the revi- 
sion of all the “‘citizens” papers which have been 
issued up to now to “assimilable” person; the set- 
ting of the period of. residence before naturaliza- 
tion at ten years instead of five; and especially the 
withdrawal of the right to work from already 
naturalized aliens, full-fledged citizens of the coun- 
try. No business will be allowed to have more 
than ten per cent of aliens, including those for- 
eigners, who have become Mexican citizens. 

As stated, all these laws were unanimously ac- 
cepted by the revolutionary bloc in Parliament and 
will probably be confirmed by the President very 
soon. 


Even though Falcon’s bill is directed against 
all aliens without exception, it will be the Jews 
who will suffer most from it. While other for- 
eigners have their consuls here, the Jewish immi- 
grant has nobody to whom to turn. The most 
severe penalty falls on those Jewish immigrants 
who were naturalized as Mexicans and gave up 
their former citizenship. They are classified by 
the new law under the category of aliens and have 
practically no right to work. The law can affect 
dozens of Jewish families if it is carried into 
effect. There will be certain difficulties in putting 
it into effect. In the first place, it is plainly con- 
trary to the constitution which guarantees every 
naturalized alien the same right as native Mex- 
icans. If the law should be applied, the only 
recourse of the naturalized citizen is an appeal to 
the Supreme Court on the grounds that the law is 
unconstitutional. But it is a matter of doubt 
whether this expedient will prove helpful. I do 
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not believe that there will be any aliens who will 
have the boldness to start court proceedings. It 
must be remembered that we are living in Mexico 
not in America. Something might be accomplished 
if all aliens without exception, Jews—French, Ger- 
mans, Italians and Spanish—should unite in this 
struggle, but it seems certain that this will not 
happen because outside of the Jews nobody cares 
much about the matter. The American Jewish 
daily Der Tog recently rebuked our Jewish Cham- 
ber of Commerce for failing to defend the rights 
of American Jewish tourists in Mexico with sufh- 
cient dignity. The Tog wrote that the day of 
special pleading and personal influence, is long 
past. “The Defense of Jewish rights must take 
the form of public demands.” It is unfortunate 
that the Tog was so hasty in judging the situation. 
A more intimate knowledge of conditions here 
would not have permitted the Tog to apply this 
particular generalization. 

The Jewish community here is too weak and too 
small to make real demands in this period of un- 
certainty. Furthermore, there simply is no ad- 
dress where such demands can gain a hearing. Our 
whole defense must depend on personal influence, 
whether the Jews of Mexico like it or not. 

We recur to our initial question: Whither 
Mexico? How can Socialism and reform be re- 
conciled with xenophobia and anti-Semitism? 


One has to live here to make sense out of what 
is happening. The truth of the matter is that all 


the world knows very little about Mexico. One 
must know the history of the ruling party P. N. R. 
and the various changes which it has undergone 
in order to understand what is going on. P. N. R. 
was transformed in a very short time from a revo- 
lutionary nationalist party into a revolutionary 
“socialist party”. Such a rapid change from one 
ideological extreme to the other caused a great 
many errors, perhaps inevitable errors, but errors 
which are being dearly paid for today. True, the 
country progressed a great deal under the Presi- 
dency of Cardenas. He distributed large land- 
holdings among the poor peasants. He set a 
minimum wage for the unskilled laborer. He 
established a vast network of schools. In short 
he raised the whole cultural and economic stand- 
ard of the country. But these praiseworthy social 
reforms have very little to do with the theory of 
socialism as we learned it in the old country. We 
have a Social-Democratic Party in Mexico, also, 
but the name has no significance that anyone can 
imagine. The party has very little to do with 
Democracy and even less with socialism. It is in 
fact, the chief local advocate of anti-Semitism. 
There can be no doubt that President Cardenas 
has excellent intentions and desires to further the 
welfare of his country. He is surrounded, how- 
ever, by an administration of rather dubious char- 
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acter. Certain high and responsible posts in the 
government have been entrusted to ill-chosen 
hands, to people who either do not understand or 
do not wish to understand the meaning of their 
responsibility. And hence such absurdities as the 
mistreatment of Jewish tourists from America, 
and unconstitutional laws. 

The Jewish community in Mexico has become 
somewhat “nervous” lately. It may be that the 
press has played up anti-Semitism too much, but 
we have reason for nervousness and uncertainty. 
For if such laws, whether executed or not, are 
possible under the present radical government, 
what can be expected of another government? 

The true liberals, Socialists and communists in 
Mexico must realize that all these grotesque laws 
and the xenophobia which is being propagated 
among the masses, will only undermine their own 
positions and clear the way for the enemies of the 
present regime. 
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As I was finishing this letter I received today’s 
copy of the government paper E/ Nacional. There 
is an answer to the attacks of American papers 
concerning the special legislation for Jews in Mex- 
ico. ‘‘We have no special legislation,” writes the 
paper, “we have equal law for all.” It happens, 
says El Nacional, that there is a certain number 
of immigrants of Semitic descent who break the 
law, and it is for this reason that they suffer by its 
severity more than others. 

That recently deceased great friend of the Jews, 
the political editor of one of our great daily 
papers, Professor Casanova, once said, “It 
is easier for me to understand the politics of 
France, Germany, Italy and England, and analyze 
them at a distance, than to write about the domes- 
tic affairs of Mexico, even though I live there and 
love the country.” 


Mexico City, December 29, 1937. 


On Jewish Anthologies 


_ Repeagigoneeit OF Jewish anthologies are beset 
by a variety of troubles from which the or- 
dinary anthologist is exempt. If Mr. Quiller- 
Couch wishes to issue an anthology of English 
verse, he knows exactly what materials he may le- 
gitimately use. Anything written by an English 
poet falls within his domain and his sole concern is 
the proper exercise of taste and judgment. Mr. 
Louis Untermeyer is similarly blessed when he 
looks upon the wide expanse of American poetry. 
Anything written by an American whether of 
Mayflower stock or immigrant origin comes with- 
in his province, and all he need worry about is 
whether the left-wing critics will discover enough 
social consciousness in his selections. But the road 
of the Jewish anthologist is a harder one. If 
someone wishes to present a survey of Jewish lit- 
erature he is instantly faced by a series of ques- 
tions which sound like a debate on Zionism with 
interpellations from the audience. What is Jew- 
ish literature? Is it literature written by Jews or 
about Jews? What is a Jewish writer? Is it one 
who writes in Hebrew or Yiddish or one who is 
merely a Jew racially? Must the theme of the 
selections chosen be Jewish? 


Most compilers of Jewish anthologies have 
sought refuge from these problems by presenting 
a kind of historical and sociological survey of Jew- 
ish life. That is true of Edmond Fleg’s L’ Antol- 
ogie Juive which offers a picture of Jewish exper- 
ience from Biblical times till the present. It is 
true of Leo W. Schwarz’s excellent The Jewish 


® by Marie Syrkin 


Caravan which portrays “the social development 
of the Jewish people over a period of almost 
3,000 years.” The recent Golden Treasury of 
Jewish Literature, also compiled by Schwarz, pre- 
sents a “‘literary and social biography of the Jew- 
ish people.” The overwhelming majority of the 
works included have been not merely written by 
Jews, but deal with Jewish themes in the most 
restricted sense. 


Judging from Schwarz’s genuinely impressive 
anthologies, this method yields results. Both vol- 
umes contain a wealth of material not readily 
available, arranged not only with intelligence but 
with imagination. The books are worth reading 
and owning; they rate space on a crowded book 
shelf. Nevertheless, the premises on which these, 
as well as other Jewish anthologies, have been com- 
piled are questionable. Does Jewish literature 
necessarily imply specifically “Jewish” subject mat- 
ter? 

Up to date, the Jews have produced one great 
anthology—the Bible. The thousand years or so 
of Jewish life before the Christian Era repre- 
sented in the Old Testament have found consum- 
mate literary expression. Apart from its religious 
significance, the Bible is Jewish literature at its 
greatest, even in those books where the themes are 
not “Jewish.” The anguish of Job, the passion of 
the Song of Songs, the weariness of Ecclesiastes, 


‘the exultation of the Psalms, bear no obvious rac- 


ial or denominational tag, yet who doubts the jus- 
tice of viewing these writings as the pinnacle of 
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Jewish genius? Though the compilers of the can- 
non were presumably not actuated by literary con- 
siderations, their critical instinct was superb. 

Later anthologies have not duplicated the 
original success. The two thousand years of the 
Christian Era have probably been poorer in Jew- 
ish literary achievement, but the sense of diminish- 
ing strength which one gathers from most antho- 
logies is not due wholly to a decline in Jewish 
creativeness. The method of selection contributes 
to the impression. If an anthology has been ar- 
ranged chronologically it begins bravely enough 
with a generous helping from the Bible. But after 
this grandiose start, the glorious torrent subsides 
through the centuries to a modest stream, oc- 
casionally degenerating to the merest trickle. Yet 
we know from the course of Jewish history, that 
this apparent drying of the sources of creation cor- 
responds to no actual failure of national vitality. 
Jewish talent and energy well high in every field; 
why then should so much that is included in a 
Golden Treasury of Jewish literature be poignant, 
charming, humorous, quaint, touching and what 
you will—and so little be great? 


If we limit ourselves merely to the last hundred 
years we find that the two chief Jewish literary fig- 
ures of that time, have no adequate representation 
in any English Jewish anthology. I refer to Heine 
and Sholem Aleichem. The obstacles in both 
cases are the lack of competent translations. Even 
when the barrier of really satisfactory translation 
is disregarded, Heine generally makes the grade 
as a German poet. Van Doren’s “Anthology of 
World Poetry” includes a large selection of 
Heine’s poetry among the German poets, which 
is the proper place for Heine in an anthology 
where language forms the basis of grouping. But 
an anthology of Jewish literature may lay claim 
to Heine as justly as to any Yiddish or Hebrew 
poet, or for that matter any English or French 
poet who has written a sonnet to Zion. The sole 
selection from Heine’s poetry in The Golden 
Treasury of Jewish Literature is “Dona Clara”, 
included presumably because of its Jewish theme. 
The problems involved in the translation of po- 
etry, particularly that of Heine, are such that it 
may be a greater kindness to the poet to leave 
him in the glory of his original utterance rather 
than to misrepresent him by a feeble rendering, 
but if any Heine was to be included why did it 
have to be “Dona Clara”? If it were possible 
to capture his genius in English, there are any 
number of lyrics which would convey Heine more 
completely. However, since no one has as yet 
succeeded in putting Heine’s ‘grosse Schmerzen’ 
into “Kleine Lieder’ that sing, there is no use in 
quarrelling with the anthologist about a theoreti- 
cal loss. But there is Heine’s prose, the most 
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brilliant satirical prose of his generation. True, 
the Golden Treasury includes the somber frag- 
ment of “The Rabbi of Bacharach” but many 
pages of a Jewish anthology could profitably be 
devoted to the most mordant wit of his century, 
even though he be writing about Germans instead 
of Jews. 

As to Sholem Aleichem. Those who have read 
him in Yiddish know that he is one of the great hu- 
morists of all time. He has been called the Yiddish 
Mark Twain, but the comparison is unfair to 
Sholem Aleichem. It would be juster to call him 
the Yiddish Cervantes. In Sholem Aleichem, 
Jewish literature again touches genius. Yet he 
has hardly been translated. If an English reader 
looks for Sholem Aleichem in the anthologies, 
what will he find? The exquisite ‘“Another Page 
of the Song of Songs’ in the Jewish Caravan 
and the distinctly second rate “Passover Fugue” 
in the “Golden Treasury”; should he look still 
further, he will find the same ‘‘Passover Fugue” 
under the title of ““The Passover Guest” in Great 
Short Stories of the World (Boni) At this point, 
he will probably decide that the Jews are up to 
their usual trick of boosting their own beyond 
their deserts. Why is Sholem Aleichem so 
wretchedly represented? The answer generally 
given is that he is untranslatable. His Yiddish is 
too idiomatic, too volkstuemlich. I doubt very 
much whether the objection holds. Don Quixote 
has been translated magnificently despite the fact 
that Sancho Panza drips folk-lore and proverbs 
as abundantly as Tevye, the Milchiker. Translat- 
ing Heine’s poetry requires an equivalent genius 
—something not to be had on the market. Trans- 
lating Sholem Aleichem requires talent and de- 
votion. It is a task of years, but such tasks have 
been undertaken—witness Moncrieff’s superb 
translation of Proust. A Jewish anthology that 
will be able to draw on the rich store of Sholem 
Aleichem’s genius will acquire blood and sinews. 

Even where adequate translations are available, 
the anthologist fails to use them because of his 
preconceived theories as to what may be included 
in Jewish literature. Both Fleg and Schwartz 
have chosen a passage from Karl Marx for their 
respective anthologies. It happens to be the same 
extract—the notorious description of Judaism as 
huckstering and money-worship. The passage 
reflects credit neither on Marx nor on the Jews. 
It has neither literary nor philosophic merit. It 
was included merely because technically it dealt 
with Jews; yet would it be too far-fetched to 
say that Marx, as a Jewish thinker, would have 
been more truly and more honorably represented 
by “The Communist Manifesto”? Had the an- 
thologists used merely the sentence “From each ac- 
cording to his ability, to each according to his 
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need” they would have done better by the Jewish 
spirit and by Jewish literature. 

Furthermore, why should not the stories of 
I. Babel receive a wider representation? Babel’s 
Red Cavalry, a collection of stories dealing with 
Budyenny’s campaign, is one of the acknowledged 
master-pieces of Soviet literature. Many of the 
stories, like ‘‘Ghedali,” the story included in “The 
Golden Treasury,’ touch Jewish themes, but 
“Ghedali,”’ despite its delicacy and wistfulness, is 
not enough. If only one story was to be chosen, 
then the only consideration should have been the 
intrinsic merit of the tale. I would have included 
more Babel and fewer comparatively trivial writ- 
ers; if a numerical limit had to be respected then 
why not the superb “Salt,” or the “Death of 
Dolgushov,” that incomparable portrait of an 
ultra sensitive egoist as seen through the clear 
eyes of a young Cossack? I specify these Babel 
stories particularly because they would be auto- 
matically excluded by the arbitrary application of 
the yardstick of ‘‘Jewish Theme,” even if the 
anthologist happened to share my critical estimate 
of these stories. 

A great Jewish Anthology, which will adequ- 
ately represent the spirit and power of the modern 


In Kiriath Anavim 


I AM NOT writing from Dagania. I am writ- 
ing from Kiriath Anavim, the place where the 
most shocking outrage of the: disturbances occur- 
red. Five of our youth were murdered here at 
one stroke—five lives with so much before them, 
that should still be building! 

All whom I meet say that Jerusalem had never 
witnessed anything like the funeral. The whole of 
the city—every rank and class—by the tens of 
thousands—joined in the funeral procession. Jews 
from Kurdistan, Persian Jews, left their homes to 
follow the five coffins enclosing the young victims 
of the Gordonia Kvutza of Kiriath Anavim. 

One hundred automobiles drove to Kiriath Ana- 
vim. At dusk they reached the burial ground en- 
circled on all sides by lofty hills already covered 
with trees planted through the help of the Keren 
Kayemet. The five were buried by lantern-light. 
Suddenly, in the silence one of the parents of the 
dead, a member of the Baumgarten family that 
lives in Ain Harod, cried out. 

A terrifying moment. 

“Why did they murder my son?” cried the 
father. And he himself answered: “Because I 


brought him up to be one of the builders of our 
Land!” 
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Jew in the sense that the Bible represents the 
force and imagination of the ancient Jew, is yet 
to be produced. It will have to include the greatest 
works of the greatest Jews in whatever language 
they may have written. It will have to discard 
the provincial criterion of “Jewish” subject-mat- 
ter. The compiler of this ideal anthology must 
have the courage to wonder whether the half- 
Jew Proust does not belong to him as well as to 
France; he will have to consider whether a literary 
artist of the stature of Freud does not belong to 
literature as well as to science. He will have to 
make certain that authors are included not because 
they happened to have been translated, but be- 
cause they should have been translated. He will 
have to make sure that a writer is represented by 
his most characteristic work, not by some insigni- 
ficant piece which found its way into the antholo- 
gies because a translator happened to do a piece of 
hack-work. Such an anthology requires a compil- 
er in his way as inspired as the writers chosen. Per- 
haps some one will be found with the acumen and 
the vision to do for Jewish literature what Francis 
Palgrave, son of Francis Cohen, did for English 
poetry. 


® by Joseph Baratz 


The eyes of both young and old filled with tears. 
Only one retained her composure—a tall, slim 
young woman. She did not drop the spade from 
her hands. With strong, steady strokes she piled 
the earth on the grave until it was completely cov- 
ered. Dry-eyed, a faint smile on her set features, 
she walked home with the rest to the living. That 
was Chana, the wife of one of the fallen comrades. 

From whence springs the source of this young 
woman’s strength? One day only was allowed to 
pass in silence, without work. Only one day for 
reckoning and stock-taking, for secluding oneself 
in memories of each of the five. And what a 
wealth of memories... 

Years in a youth movement. Years of prepar- 
ation (Hachshara) to get ready for Aliya. Sev- 
eral years in Eretz Israel. And now? Of the 
forty-five, five have fallen... 

Back to work on the following day. Five others 
take the place of the five that are gone. A num- 
ber are on the hillsides continuing to plant the 
Keren Kayemet forest. That is their answer! 

I arrived at the settlement on the first day of 
work. I immediately went to the spot where the 
tragedy had taken place. For an hour and a half 
I climbed over hills and rocks before I reached it. 
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That is how they walk to work every day—one 
hour and a half on the way over, one hour and a 
half for the return. I had not pictured such primi- 
tive conditions to myself. They walk because they 
have not been able to buy an automobile; a mach- 
ine could cover the distance in ten to fifteen min- 
utes. Hence the loss of three to four hours a day, 
the terrible physical strain, the deadly fatigue on 
returning. And the road: hills right and left, and 
rocks, rocks, rocks! Each rock a shelter for a 
sniper. How do our comrades work here? How 
did they manage to work, day in and day out, 
throughout the whole period of the disturbances ? 


I am unable to shake off these thoughts. My 


comrade interrupts me: 

“Look, Yosef, at the hills! These are all Keren 
Kayemet land! Look there! It is the sea! Some- 
times we can even see the boats. Look! What 
beauty!” 

The comrade realizes that his enthusiasm at this 
moment does not touch me. He continues: 


“See how the saplings grow in this wilderness. 
It is but a year since we planted them. How 
lovely they are! In four or five years we shall 
have a forest here. We shall not see the rocks. 
You are surprised at the road? But look! we 
have already cut a good path here. An automo- 
bile can now come to.this very spot and go beyond, 
off into the distance.” 

On this unfinished road our five comrades were 
slaughtered. They were close to the end of the 
work. But the bandits did not allow them the joy 
of finishing the road; our comrades will not see the 
completed highway. 

We are standing on the very spot of the mur- 
der. The blood-stains are still visible—one, two, 
three, four, five. Not far off a heap of stones lies. 
On another spot are signs of a man having knelt 
on a rock—a position made ready for shooting 
on the ground. All had been prepared—and in 
one moment the five were shot down .. . It ap- 
pears, too, that the Arabs took vengeance on their 
bodies. With the death of the five workers the 
terrorists thought to stop the progress in making 
the road. But already there are five others, young 
people, who continue the work. Among them is 
Chana, the wife of one of the victims. She works 
with superhuman strength. Quickly she fills the bas- 
ket with stones and drops them on the road; again 
fills the basket, agairi empties it, again, and again 
... I take her hand and say: 

“You are going on with the work, Chana?” and 
‘ she replies, 

“Naturally, ...” 


I came here to console, to calm others. But I 
cannot control myself. I choke with tears and can- 
not keep from crying. I am weaker than Chana, 
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weaker than all the young comrades who have 
here become orphaned. 

I had known many of these comrades of the set- 
tlement in the Diaspora. Some eleven or twelve 
years ago I visited Poland. There I met a number 
of the Gordonia groups. They were still children 
in those days and I spoke to them of Palestine, of 
work, of preparation; I told them that Eretz Is- 
rael was waiting for them. In this spirit they were 
reared in the movement. This training bore fruit. 
The children grew up; they completed work in 
Hachshara. They came to Palestine. They went 
to work on the land—wherever they were called. 
During the disturbances members of the settle- 
ments, ‘‘Bamaalah,”’ went to the quarry center 
which was in a most exposed location. In the 
same period these young people planted the hill- 
sides and succeeded in cutting a highway through 
the wilderness. And on this road death overtook 
five. 

How many sacrifices Gordonia has already 
given. In Hulda an epidemic of typhoid attacked 
the entire settlement; three died. In Kfar Ha- 
choresh two of the best shepherds were killed. 
And now five at one stroke lie dead in Kiriath 
Anavim. 

I look around at the faces of the young men and 
women comrades and think: 

“Where does such strength and passion come 
from? Does it come from the training in the 
pioneer movement of Gordonia? Or from the 
homes in Volynia or Poland? From the Cheder? 
From the parents ?”’ 

They tell me that one of the victims during the 
disturbances received a letter from his aged 
mother. 

“My son,” she wrote him, “have no fear. Be 
the first on every occasion. Fight courageously 
for your Land and your people!” Have such 
mothers and fathers inspired their children who 
fill the settlements, and compose the ranks of the 
workers in Eretz Israel? 

After this blow each one must ask himself: 
What are we doing for this precious, self-sacrific- 
ing youth? Are we helping it? Are we giving it 
the necessary means for building and creating? 

Sabbath Eve. Four days after the killings I sat 
in the dining room of the settlement. The tables 
were decorated for the Sabbath. The comrades— 
young men and women—wore their Sabbath dress. 

The young men and women comrades declare 
that they will not stir from this place. Here they 
will build a Jewish community. Do we intend to 
help them? Are we going to provide them with 
the necessities that will enable them to build on this 
foundation drenched with Jewish blood? What 
answer will Keren Kayemet make? Keren Haye- 
sod? the nation?... 


’ 
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Borochov - Marxian Zionist 


N THE short span of his dynamic life, Ber 
Borochov (1881—1917) made many contribu- 
tions to the thought and action of the Jewish labor 
movement of his own period and he has remained 
to this day, one of the leading exponents of Labor 
Zionist ideology. Borochov’s most singular con- 
tribution is his economic interpretation of the Jew- 
ish problem. It is true, he was not the first to 
study contemporary Jewish life from the economic 
angle, but he went further than his predecessors, in 
applying the methods of dialectic materialism to 
the problems of the Jewish people. 

While Borochov was unquestionably a Marxian 
(at least in his earlier writings), and fully sub- 
scribed to the theory of dialectic materialism, he 
was realist enough, to allow certain elements of 
this theory to fall by the wayside as he went along 


’ searching for the significant and determining fac- 


tors in Jewish history. For Borochov issued fram 
the point of view of Jewish life which he had ob- 
served and studied at first hand, and applied the 
Marxian principles only as a method of investiga- 
tion (as Engels himself correctly named it), and 
not as a dogma of absolute truth. Furthermore, 


- Borochov was never at peace with the materialistic 


interpretation of history, least of all, in its applica- 
tion to Jewish reality. This was not due to Boro- 
chov’s shortcomings as a thinker, but to the inner 
contradictions of materialism of whatever brand it 
may be. This is not the place to enter upon a dis- 
course on the issue involved. Suffice it to point 
out, that Lenin, after writing lengthy dissertations 
on the materialist interpretation of history, arrived 
at the following conclusion: ‘To be a materialist 
means to recognize objective truth which is reveal- 
ed to us through our organs of sensation,” which is 
nothing but “sensationalism” pure and simple, 
leading into the quagmire of skepticism. 
Borochov did not delve into this problem, but he 
touched upon another phase of materialism which 
is really the crux of the entire controversy. In the 
well-known Marxian sense, ‘“‘materialism” excludes 
human will as a factor in the development of 
society, or for that matter, human history as a 
whole. it recognizes only the external, material 
objects, which are independent of man, as the de- 
termining forces of the social structure of man- 
kind. In his earlier writings, Borochov tried to 
adhere to this principle having made an attempt to 
build the entire structure of Jewish national and 





* Nationalism and the Class Struggle, a Marxian Approach to 
the Jewish Porblem. Selected writings by Ber Borochov translated 
from the Yiddish. Introduction by Abraham G. Duker. Poale 
a. Zion and Young Poale Zion Alliance, New York, 1937. 
205 p. $1.50. 


© by Alexander S. Kohanski 


class struggle on the foundation of the external in- 
teraction of the conditions of production, the rela- 
tion of production and the forces of production, 
leaving out of account the element of human will 
in the entire process. 

In this respect, Borochov only extended the 
Marxian analysis of class relationship and applied 
it to relationships among nations. Class struggle, 
according to Marx, arises out of the conflict that 
prevails between the forces of production and the 
relations of production. The national struggle, 
Borochov reasons, emerges when there is a conflict 
between conditions of production, such as geogra- 
phical boundaries, raw materials and other sources 
of production (which are the basis of national ex- 
istence) on the one hand, and the forces of produc- 
tion on the other. 

This cold, impersonal interpretation of nation- 
alism never satisfied Borochov himself, or his fol- 
lowers. It somehow did not fit the history of the 
Jewish people. To fill the gap in the objective in- 
terpretation, Borochov introduced another prin- 
ciple, the “‘stychic process” whereby he sought to 
get to the core of the driving force in Jewish life. 
But the gap was only widened, for the ‘‘stychic 
process”, as Borochov conceived it, was also a 
blind, impersonal, though more elemental objective 
force, underlying the will to live and to be free. 
What was still lacking, was the unifying principle 
which kept the Jewish people together and which 
motivated, if not determined, their entire course of 
national existence. Borochov had recognized this 
deficiency in his theory from the very start, and he 
tried to introduce additional concepts such as 
group character, a feeling of kinship, associated 
with a historical common past, a language, and 
political institutions, which help to cement and pre- 
serve the entity of a given people. But, he consid- 
ered these merely as instruments of preservation 
which are the superstructures of the material base, 
namely of the conditions of production. Thus far, 
Borochov tried to maintain a consistent material- 
ism, at the expense of inconsistent nationalism. 
Further observation of Jewish reality and especial- 
ly of the labor colonization work in Palestine, how- 
ever, led him to a different interpretation of the 
national urge. The purely materialistic concept of 
the “‘stychic process” gave way to a many-sided 
view which included the economic, political, and 
emotional elements as well. He ultimately accepted 
“the Zionist assertion that the will of our people” 
is, if not the sole determining factor, at least one 
of the most important factors in our national exist- 
ence and our regeneration in Palestine. 
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The more significant contribution of Borochov’s 
theory is evidenced by his application of the dialec- 
tic principle to the contemporary economic strug- 
gle of the Jewish people in the Diaspora. This 
principle, too, Borochov took over from Marxism, 
but he used it with great skill, and, what is more 
important, with deep insight into the Jewish prob- 
lem. 

Borochov was the first who consistently applied 
the dialectic principle to the problem of the Jewish 
people, as an inner process. His analysis of the 
“Economic development of the Jews” is still a 
classic, notwithstanding the serious changes which 
this economy has undergone since that essay was 
written. Zionist thinkers before Borochov, not- 
ably Pinsker and Smolenskin indicated the anoma- 
lous economic position of the Jewish people in the 
diaspora, but it was Borochov, who pointed out 
the abnormal inner structure of Jewish economy 
and showed its effects upon the course of our Galut 
history. 

In brief, Borochov’s analysis reveals the fact 
that everywhere the Jews predominantly occupy 
the final levels of production, such as the needle 
trade, baking, printing, and similar trades which 
serve the consumer directly. The Jews are not 
rooted in the primary or basic stages of produc- 
tion, such as agriculture, mining, forestry and the 
like, which are close to nature and which constitute 
the economic foundations of organized society. 
Expressed in different terms, on the basis of the 
share of labor and land in human production, Bor- 
ochov shows that Jewish occupations are predom- 
inant in the sphere of labor. Upon further classi- 
fication of labor into mental and physical, it ap- 
pears that the Jews are preponderant in the field 
of mental labor. 


The Jews, thus, occupy the higher rungs of the 
economic ladder (though not the highest) while 
the base and the lower stages are in the possession 
of the indigenous, non-Jewish population. Na- 
tional competition aggravates the situation to the 
detriment of the Jews. As soon as the indigenous 
occupants of the lower rungs begin to climb the 
ladder, the upper levels must be evacuated, and the 
Jews fall to the ground. 


We see here both the inner contradictory pro- 
cess of Jewish economy, and its relation to the sur- 
rounding environment. Drawing this analysis to 
its logical conclusion, Borochov arrives at his 
theory of Jewish migration, which is the crux of 
the Jewish problem. The Jewish masses who are 
expelled, directly or indirectly, from a given coun- 
try, and find a haven of refuge in another one, go 
through the same economic process in their newly 
adopted home, as in the country from which they 
were expelled. In order to survive in the new 
country, the immigrants must concentrate in large 
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masses, as that facilitates their adaptation to the 
new environment. On the other hand, mass con- 
centration hinders the Jews from penetrating into 
the lower levels of production, and they only per- 
petuate the habits and occupations of their pre- 
vious environment. In due time, national compe- 
tition (between the Jewish masses and the other 
peoples of a given state) is bound to ensue, and 
the Jewish problem arises. Instead of decentraliz- 
ing (in the occupations) in a given country, the 
Jews spread all over the world, creating for them- 
selves in each country the same conditions which 
involve the same problem. 

In the dialectic process of national competition 
lurks another, equally potent factor of class strug- 
gle. This struggle goes on within the national unit 
of the Jewish people, as well as without, among 
the surrounding nations. The Jewish masses are 
passing from the middle and lower-classes into the 
working class. But, in order to survive, the Jew- 
ish workers must strike roots in the primary and 
basic levels of human production, and this they can 
achieve only in a land of their own. The result of 
the entire process is inevitable: Concentrated set- 
tlement of the Jewish people in a central place. 
By the same dialectic process which operates in 
human society as a whole, the redemption of the 
Jewish people devolves upon the masses of its own 
laboring class. It is Jewish labor that must regen- 
erate itself in a homeland of its own where it will 
create the necessary conditions of production upon 
which a free people and a free society will be 
established. 

Borochov’s teachings exerted great influence on 
Labor Zionist thought. His writings, however, 
were in Russian and Yiddish, and were hitherto 
inaccessible to the English reader. The Young 
Poale Zion Alliance has now presented to the 
American public a small volume of his selected es- 
says in an English translation. This selection, 
which is primarily intended for youth, reflects the 
main tenets of Borochov’s theory, including his an- 
alysis of and observations on the cosmopolitan an- 
ti-national tendencies among intellectual radicals. 


The excellent introduction by Abraham G. 
Duker gives a full view of Borochov’s background 
and of the social and economic trends of his 
period. 

One should have liked to see more of Boro- 
chov’s writings included in this volume, at least to 
make the text commensurate in size with the “In- 
troduction’”’. But, most likely, technical limitations 
did not allow for that. On the whole, it is a job 
well done. The reader who has not known Boro- 
chov will be gratified to. come in contact through 
his selected essays, with a brilliant intellect, and a 
great Jewish personality who had devoted his life 
to the liberation of his own people. 
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Haircutting ©* Shampooing ° Rinsing 
Herbpacks ¢ Eyebrow Arching © Manicuring 
Hair Styling 
BERNORD AZ GURO 
Shaping of the Hair to Type 
439 MADISON AVENUE NEW YORK CITY 
Between 49th and 50th Streets Wlckersham 2-1692 
Salon open evenings Wednesday and Friday 





MOMENTOUS THEMES 
FOR A MOMENTOUS AGE 
by 
DR. SAMUEL D. SCHMALHAUSEN 
Psychologist, Educator, Social Analyst 
I. The psychology and pathology of Anti-Semitism 

II. Are Jews more neurotic than Christians? 

The Tragic Dilemmas of the Thinker Today 
Ideological Gangsters: Black, Brown and Red 
Stalinized Russia: A Marxist Madhouse 

The Totalitarian State of Mind 

Stalin’s Psychosis (A psycho-analytic study) 
VIII. Ego-Mania: The Curse of Men and Nations 
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Available for Lecture Engagements 
Address Directly: 
30 East 75th Street. New York City 











Complete Embossing and Stencil Departments 
Machines for Bookkeeping Calculating and Adding 


ADDRESSING MACHINE 
& EQUIPMENT CO. 


Permanent Business Show of Office Machines 


326-330 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK. N. Y. 


WoOrth 2-5337-8-9 WoOrth 2-5340-1-2-3 


ADDRESSOGRAPHS MULTIGRAPHS | 
+ ae 9g ae TYPEWRITERS 
PLATES DICTAPHONES 
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MIMEOGRAPHS 
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CABINETS KARDEX FILES 











When Writing to Advertisers Kindly Mention Jewish Frontier 


OF 
COURSE 


You're Coming to the 


THIRD ANNIVERSARY 


JEWISH FRONTIER 
DINNER 


On February 22, 1938 
(Washington's Birthday) 





at Hotel Astor, New York 


Speakers: 


DR. TARAKNATH DAS 
Noted Jewish Scholar and Author 


HAYIM GREENBERG 


Editor of Jewish Frontier 


GOLDIE MYERSON 


Delegate from Palestine 


Appropriate Official Program 


JUDGE JULIAN W. MACK 
Honorary Chairman 


Dr. G. A. Lowenstein 
Chairman 


MAKE YOUR RESERVATIONS NOW! 


ess ee er 


JEWISH FRONTIER DINNER COMMITTEE 
275 Seventh Avenue, New York, N. Y. 


Gentlemen: 


Please reSeTVCwerccnnnnneneplates for me at your Third 
Anniversary Dinner at the Hotel Astor, Tuesday Eve- 
ning ((Washington Day), February 22nd, 1938. 


I enclose Brecccccnnamnnundn payment. 


Name 





Address 





$2.50 per plate 




























LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 


JEwIsH FRONTIER 





IMPORTANT CORRECTION! 
In the advertisement of the 
Frontier Dinner appearing on page 
27 of this issue, Dr. Taraknath 
Das is described as “Jewish Scholar 


and Author”. Our readers un- 
doubtedly know, that Dr. Das is 
the noted Indian scholar and 


author. 


The National office of the League 
extends a cordial welcome to Joseph 
Gurion and Zvi Feinstein, the His- 
tadrut delegates to the United States, 
and wishes them success in their mis- 
tc on behalf of our national home- 
and. 


A. D. Gordon’s Works: 


The volume of Selected Essays by 
A. D. Gordon, published by the 
League, came off the press last month, 
and the Boston Chapter celebrated 
the occasion most fittingly, at a public 
gathering. Joseph Gurion Histadrut 
delegate, lectured on “Gordon, the 
Man and His Teachings”. Mr. Elder 
Markson, sponsor of the publication, 
spoke warmly of all those who partici- 

ed in the publication of the volume. 

ers who addressed the gathering 
were Dr. Frances Burnce and Dr. E. 
Silberschlag. Dr. Alexander Kohan- 
ski greeted in the name of the Na- 
tional Office. Dr. Hyman Morrison, 
Chairman of the Arrangements Com- 
mittee,-opened the evening’s program, 
and Dr. S. Gargill, Chairman of the 
Boston Chapter, presided. 


Social Workers’ Chapter 
Adopt Project: 

A “I. M. Rubinow Memorial Col- 
lection” for the Library of the School 
of Social Work in Jerusalem, is the 
special project adopted by the Social 
Workers’ Chapter of the League, ac- 
cording to an announcement by Mr. 
Ellis Radinsky, Chairman of the 
Chapter. Miss Henrietta Szold, who 
is heading the Social Work Depart- 
ment of the Vaad Leumi in Pales- 
tine, has expressed great interest and 
has lent her advice in the planning 
of this project. The “Project Com- 
mittee” which is headed by Miss Ruth 
Cohen, is making preparations to 
launch this undertaking on an ex- 
tensive scale. All those who wish 
to contribute books, pamphlets and 
other material in all fields of social 
work, will kindly forward same to the 
office of the League, 275 Seventh Av- 
enue, New York City. 


Hillel Bavli Lectures: 

The well-known Hebrew poet and 
scholar, Hillel Bavli, will deliver the 
second lecture of a series of three on 
“Modern Hebrew Prose and Poetry,” 
on Sunday, February 20th, at the 
Hotel Pensylvania. The series is un- 
der the auspices of the Hebrew 
Speaking Council of the League. The 
topic of the second lecture will be 
“Hebrew Poetry from Bialik to the 
Present”. 

Bronx Council heard an address by 
Mrs. Alexander Kahn at their last 


open forum. The Council has been 
eosin! active for the Nachshon, 
aving sold over $3,500 worth of 
shares as part of their $10,000 quota. 


Chicago: 


Three new chapters have recently 
been formed in Chicago, in Rogers 
Park, South Side and Chatham Park. 
Mr. Abe Plotkin, National organizer 
of the I. L. G. W. U., and Dr. David 
Rebelsky, Midwestern Director of the 
Geverkshaften Campaign, addressed 
the open forum of the Council last 
month. The individual chapters had 
their monthly meetings which were 
addressed by Joshua Leibner, Todras 
Geller, and Leon Goldenberg. 


Philadelphia: 

Maurice Samuel will address the 
open Forum of the Philadelphia 
League on March 7th. These forums 
have attracted wide attention and have 
enjoyed a large attendance. They are 
held regularly on the first Monday of 
each month, at the Girard Hotel. 


Camden: 


Mrs. L. S. Lipsitz, secretary of our 
Camden Chapter, writes of a very in- 
teresting cultural social evening that 
was conducted by the group. Their 
regular monthly forum in January was 
addressed by Rabbi M. Lipis. They 
are now making extensive prepara- 
tions for an open meeting for Nach- 
shon with Goldie Myerson as the 


guest speaker. 





of the 


THE BEILINSON BRANCH 


ALERTNESS COURSES 


Social Forees in Modern Education 








POALE ZION-ZEIRE ZION 


announces a series of lectures on 


LABOR IN JEWISH LIFE & LITERATURE 


at the 
S. A. J., 15 West 86th Street 


February 14—The History and Development of the 
Bund—Isaac Zaar 

February 28—Growth and Achievement of Jewish 
Labor in America—Joseph Schlossberg 

March 14—The Idealization of Labor in Modern Yiddish 
Literature—Dr. A. S. Kohanski 

March 28—The Idealization of Labor in Modern 
Hebrew Literature—Prof. Hillel Bavli 

April 11—Religion and Socialism—Hayim Greenberg 

April 25—History and Development of the Socialist 
Zionist Party—Pinchas Cruso 

May 9—The History and Development of Jewish Labor 
in Palestine—A. Revusky 


Every lecture will commence at 9 P. M. 
and will be followed by a discussion. 


For further information, address the chairman of the 
Beilinson Group— 


MRS. BERT GOLDSTEIN, 800 West End Ave., N. Y. C. 











Wm. H. Kilpatrick, John L. Tildsley, Clyde Miller, 
Leroy Bowman, Jerome Davis, Joseph Jablonower, Ned 
Dearborn, L. C. Dunn, Mark Starr, Robert W. Searle, 
Edwin A. Lee, Tuesdays 6:15 


Peace Education : 
1. Problems in international relations discussed by 


Senator Nye, Clark Eichelberger, Frank Kingdon, Henry 

Pratt Fairchild, Joseph K. Hart, John C. deWilde, 

Frederick J. Libby. 

2. Experiments with peace lessons in connection with 

various subjects discussed by teachers and supervisors. 
Mondays 8:15 


Juvenile Delinquency 
Causes, Prevention, and Treatment will be discussed 


by James Marshall, Dr..Sandor Lorand, Angelo Patri, 
Rabbi Sidney Goldstein, Magistrate Kross, Elsa G. 
Becker, Dr. I. T. Broadwin, Algernon Black, Judge 
Panken, George Chatfield, Prof. J. B. Maller. 
Thursdays 7:00 
$6.50 Per Course — 15 Sessions 
Term Begins January 31 


SCHOOL 
ALgonquin 4-3094 


RAND 
7 EAST 15th STREET 
















jn de. oie ee ee 


eh a ee ee ee 


—— Pr 


TMmSBdan OVEP ™MBoronrp 








Cit 


are®Qe 











FEBRUARY, 1938 


Brooklyn Chapter is actively en- 
gaged in the sale of Nachshon shares, 
and in preparation for their Purim 
Dinner. The proceeds ofthe latter 
will be for the Geverkshaften Cam- 
paign. 

Los Angeles: 

The Arlosoroff Chapter rendered a 
distinct service to the Jewish Com- 
munity in Los Angeles, in helping to 
erect a building for the Folk Shule. 
Mr. A. Kraeindis writes of the en- 
thusiasm which this undertaking has 
called for on the part of the mem- 
bers and of all those who are working 
for the Shule. The project will be 
named after Louis Upright, whose 
family has made the generous con- 
tribution of $5,000 toward the build- 
ing fund. 


Manhattan Chapter heard a very in- 


teresting lecture by Dr. Joseph Dun- 
ner on “Nazism and the Jew.” At 
their next monthly forum, on Feb- 
ruary 21st, Dr. Alexander S. Kohan- 
ski will lecture on “A. D. Gordon's 
Philosophy of Labor.” 


Newark Chapter is making prepara- 
tions for a mass meeting for ‘‘Nach- 
shon” with Goldie Myerson as prin- 
cipal speaker, to be held Tuesday 
evening, February 8th. A special com- 
mittee for this affair, including repre- 
sentatives of other Labor Zionist or- 
= of Newark, has been 
ormed under the auspices of the 
League. 


Jewish Frontier Dinner: 

Our chapters in the Metropolitan 
area are working assiduously to make 
the forthcoming Frontier Dinner an 
outstanding event. The dinner, which 
has become an annual institution of 
the League, will be held this year at 
the Hotel Astor, on Tuesday night, 
February 22nd. Members and friends 
are urged to send in their reserva- 
tions in advance. The price is $2.50 
per plate. Please call the Frontier 
Office, WA. 9-5288. 


MAURICE SAMUEL in Chicago: 
The League is sponsoring a lecture 
with Maurice Samuel on Sunday 
evening, February 13th at the Palmer 
House, on “Spain and Palestine.” 


Frontier Fund: 


NEW YORK: All units of Greater 


New York are engaged in various 
activities on behalf of the Frontier 
Fund and will present their contribu- 
tions at the Third Anniversary dinner 
on February 22nd, at the Hotel Astor. 


CHICAGO: The League Council is 
making elaborate preparations for 
their Jewish Frontire Program Dance 
to be held on March 20th at the Cov- 
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NOW PLAYING 
Mauriee Schwartz Production of 


BROTHERS 
ASHKENAZI 


“'The Brothers Ashkenazi’ is an even 
more ambitious and lavish production 
than was the Yiddish Art Theatre's 
memorable ‘Yoshe Kalb’. Which is high 
praise indeed !"’ 

—ROBERT COLEMAN, Mirror. 
“Full of life and rich in the sort of 
vivid details that made Mr. Schwartz's 
production of the same anthor's 'Yoshe 
Kalb’ one of the memorable things in 
the theatre!’’ 

—JOHN ANDERSON, 


Journal- American. 
YIDDISH ART THEATRE 
Seventh Avenue and 59th Street 
Evgs., 8:30. Mats. Sat. & Sun., 2:30 


Phone and Mail Orders Accepted 
ClIrcle 6-1730 


You can easily lose 
inches by the successful “MacLevy 
established since 1893. 
Fatty deposits are broken-up by 
Swedish massage taken in co-oper- 
ation with the mechanical mas- 


System” 








"DAIRY FOOD SERVED AT ITS BEST" 





ENdicott 2-2030 


tained is 


2270 BROADWAY, N. Y. C. thousand. 


Between 81st-82nd Streets 





The CENTRAL PLAZA 


111 SECOND AVE. NEW YORK 
ORchard 4-6300 


invites your inspection of its five 
BALLROO newly decorated, 
and especially the newly built 
most luxurious ““NORMANDIE 
ROOM” for Banquets, Balls, Wed- 
dings, etc., also MODERN MEET- 
ING ROOMS in our ANNEX. 


Strictly 
Union Caterers 
A. ELLNER, Caterer for All Occasions 











Education Department of 


ZIONIST ORGANIZATION 
OF AMERICA 


announces 


A FORUM 


at 


Society for Advancement of 
Judaism 
15 West 86th Street New York City 


on Sunday Evenings 


February 27th—‘Present Situation in 
Palestine’”—Louis Lipsky, Maurice 
Samuel. : 

March 13th—‘Literature o! Pa estine” 
—Hillel Bavli, H. L. Friedland, 
Zfirah-Nardi singing songs of 
Bialik. 

March 27th—‘“Arab World’—Hans 
Kohn. 

April 10th—‘‘American Jewish Scene” 
—Ludwig Lewisohn, Meyer Jacob- 
stein. 

April 24th—"European Scene”—Max- 
well Stewart, Pierre Van Paassen. 





For tickets write 
MISS KANTOR, JEWISH FRONTIER 
275 Seventh Avenue New York City 


Men & Women 
Keep Fit ! 


Slenderize ! 


10 Visits $10) 


ounds and 


sage machines shown below. 
Passive exercise and heat derived 
from either electric blankets, cab- 
inets, or steam are all a part of 
this healthy and pleasant method. 
A TRIAL VISIT AT NO COST 
OR OBLIGATION. Results ob- 
the reason why our 
yearly membership exceeds nine 
Let us mould your 
body and keep you feeling fit. 


MECHANICAL MASSAGE 





PASSIVE EXERCISE 





FACILITIES ALSO INCLUDE 
Sun Ray Dept. * Pool °* 
Gymnasium ° Golf ° Ping 


Pong ° Turkish and 
* Russian Baths ° 


Mac LEVY 


ATHLETIC. CENTERS 





CHANIN BUILDING 
Lexington Avenue and 42nd Street 
WOMEN ONLY 
AShland 4-7739 





PARC VENDOME 
363 West S6th Street near Ninth Avenue 


MEN and WOMEN 
Circle 7-3680 











BROOKLYN CENTER 


Coney Island Avenue near Avenue J 
MEN and WOMEN 
ESplanade 7-0707 
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30 JEwisH FRONTIER 


enant Club. An artistic program of 

_ Oriental Song and Dance will proceed 
the Purim Ball. Chicago Frontier 
readers are requested to reserve the 
date for this gala event. The entire 
program will be announced in the 
forthcoming issue of the Frontier. 


DETROIT: During last month our 
office has received two additional re- 
mittances of $240 as proceeds of their 
Frontier Dance, bringing a total of 
$590 as their contribution to the Fron- 
tier Fund. Detroit is so far the only 
city that has exceeded its quota. 


NEWARK: As a result of a success- 
ful Theatre Party, the sum of $100 
was forwarded to us by Dr. J. B. 
Shohan, the chairman of the unit, 
promising to remit the balance of their PONS NOW OPEN 
quota in the very near future. My ri nderK ATZ Mana g menatet 

PHILADELPHIA and WASH- dW \ \ ‘Breakers cSt OharhesMotels Alarticliy Nf. - 
INGTON League units are sponsoring ae CATERING TO AHIGHCLASS CLIENTELE ~- ~ 
special projects for the Frontier and 2%, SP = Orchestra of Soloists -‘Hostess- Dancing 
Organization Funds. i. EUROPEAN PLAN: DAILY RATES 

' Nz. — 00MS SH 85,- FC. 

Rooms (2 bern $OS7IS. 
Suites (4 Person LAZO, 
=__ SEASON RATES - JAN. 1% MAY 1° 














New York's Leading 





Kosher Caterers hp As low 18 £500. Singl 400 Dou! 
ae ALSO AMERICAN PLAN = at 


For the Finest of Functions ¥ Gx, DJ satetinells Jor Yachts 
= Steam Heatin all hooms 


SEs 
of All of i eggs SS Be. 


MIAMI BEACH, F722. 





New York's Leading 
Hotels 








Wy ? : ; , wnvigoratig hea ‘ulreess. 
PARAMOUNT \ re @) 6 ne re 
CATERERS IDA Fee 3 ATLANTIC CITY 








601 WEST 183rd STREET oe ls Pee 
NEW YORK CITY AM ERICANan2UROPEAN PLANS 
Under supervision of Rabbi 
“ae 


WaAshington Heights 7-3780-1 DRINERCORCERT MUSC —NIGHTLY DANCING~ENTERTAINMENT 
SEAano FRESH WATERwmALL BATHS ~EVERY MODERN CONVENIENCE 

















WEINSTOCK & ZISKIN, Hosts 











DIX 9N — wD 90 
When ‘In 


NID TEL AVIV | Kosher Caterers 
Stop on the of Distinction 
Seashore at Functions arranged for at 


HOTEL FISH leading hotels, synagogues, 
TRENCHER FURS your home, our own ballrooms. 
“The Center of English-Speaking Jews” Kashruth under supervision of 


Modern Conveni pn 20% to 50° Rabbi Max Schay of Hungarian 
icone, Patronised. by "Leasing. jews, Amer- /o /o Beth Hamedresh Hagodol. . 


ican Table and Hygiene OFF 
REGULAR PRICES 151 WEsT 51sT STREET 


Abraham Fish, C. C. N. Y. '14, looks for- 
ward to greeting fellow alumni on their CIRCLE 7-7068 


visits to Eretz Israel. ‘agi Grand SH. N. 7. MRS. I. ROSOFF MRS. L. SCHULTZ 


When Writing to Advertisers Kindly Mention Jewish Frontier 









































